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SUMMARY OF SVIDENCZ OF ELSE PAUL WITNESS FOR THY 
CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS ORGANIZATION 
TAKEN BHFORS A COMMISSION OF 27 JUNS 1946 


TRANSCRIPT PAGES _ 


SUBJUCT: Organization and aims of the N.S.F. (National Socialist 
frauenscheft). 


Witness was a member of the Reichsfrauenschaft from 1934 to 
1945 end served as deputy to Reichs Frau Scholtz-Xlink. 


I. Activities Relating t; Article 6 of the Charter 
l. Organizat on of the N.S.F. 


Witness testified that for many years women entered tho 
Freucnscheft only after serving a probationary period in an organiza- 
tion known as tho Freauenwerk. The Frauenschaft alone had approximately 
2,000,000 members in 1938. Thero wss no organizational connection 
botween N.S.F. and tho Party. Originally Dr. Loy had asked Heuptamts- 
loiter Hilgenfeld to act as tho leader of tho organization, and on one 
occasion ho called Frau Scholt,—Kline and instructed her to do the 
women's work, but thoresfter ho no lgngor paid any attention to hor 
and. sho worked indepondontly. Tho wamon wero forbiddon to bo politi- 
cally active, particularly in rogard to the making of political specches. 
The Organization Book of the Party was found to be in disagreement with 
the actual activities of the N.S.F., and its use was, thorefore, ignored 


by the witness. 
2. Aims and activities of tho N.S.F. 


N.S.F. did not intervene in religious controversios, was not 
involved in Jewish events of 9 Novombor 1938, and had no connection 
with concentration camps; although witness recalled one instance wherein 
N.S.F. women wore detached to instruct Jewish youths in sewing, etc. 


On cross examination witneds admitted that N.S.F. supported 

Farty and perhaps indoctrinated its members in Nazi principlos. Witness 
was questioned concerning Document D 884, Organization Document No. 10, 
issucd by Gaustabsamtsloitor in Gau Baden, Alsace, pertaining to regula- 
tions concerning pregnancy of foreign women workers. Distribution list 
of document indicated thet N.S.F. had received a copy. Witness denied 
any knowledge regarding it and maintained such problems were concern of 
German Labor Front, and not N.S.F. 


Witness tostified that exgerpt from book, "New World of Germen 
Women", by Gertrude Baumer, published in 1946, was correct wherein it 


stotod that although Nazis organized women for certain tasks, they were 
exciuded from participation in politics. 


Summarized by; 


D. M..HUNT 
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WITNESS FOR THE S: 


BEPORE A COMMISSION ON 20 OF MAY 


TRANSCRIPT PAGE 42 
Chain of Command of the SS, 


The purpose of e-lling this witness was to show certain errors in 
chart of tho SS Organization submitted by the Prosecution, Witness was 
attorney who joined the SS in 1933 (Page 42) and the Waffen-SS in 1939, 
was on the court martial staff and ofter 1945 with the SS main office, 


I, Activities relatine to Article 6 of the Charter. 
le Structure of the SS Orz»nizstior. 


the chart produced by the Prosecution showing the 12 main 
offices of the SS is not correct (Pago 43), This is because on the chart 
cortsin departments are united under Himmler which had nothing to do with 
the SS (Paso 44). Only part of the main offices referred to are SS offices. 
For example, the main offices of the Ordnung Polizei and the security police 
had nothing to do with the SS tho iu fact Himmler was Chief of the German 
police. The subordinate police authorities belonged to the State and not 
to the party. The Reich Commissioner for the consolidation of German 
Nationality wes also a stato office (Page 45). There was no "High Command 
of the SS". There were, however, various organizations included in the 
amen es the Vaffon-SS, Allgemeine SS and the SD (Page 46), The 
. of the Waffen-53 crectod now heedousrtere offices, Previously 
55 main office had been staffed ozclusivoly by the Allgemeine 98, The 
WVHA (Economic and Administration Main Office) was now entrusted with 
primarily SS ta sks and embraced functions on behalf o? the Allgemeine SS 
mein office (Fuchrungshauptant) and all the rest of the SS 
SD he WHA was also in charge of supply, training and educae 
laffen-5SS, There was a gencral inter-change of porsognol 
| Altes A SS and the Waffen-5S. The racial and settlement 
cffice arranged marriages (Page 47) and settled on land SS men who 
qualified to do agricultural work, There were then the SS central 
main office (SS H the WVHA, the racial and settlement office, 
the les on office Goricht), the operational he»dquarters (Feuhrungs- 
hauptamt), th ‘ff and the Personal staff of the Reichs- 
fuehrer SS 5 (Page 48) dida WR no overall high command. There ako 
existed a main office for the repatriation of racial Germans under Heisse 
moyer, This staff and the Personal. staff of the Reichsfeuhrer SS could 
not ere orders to subordinate units and were not strictly confined to 
55 matt The Personal steff was uncer Crupponfuohror Lorenz. Witness 
did ese. p much of Mey activities (Page 49). The Prosecution's refers 
ence to a $ in charge of the Personal staff of the Reichs- 
fuehrer 55 ioog ded command over other units but merely to a eo- 
called "staff leader" who directed officers and NOO!s fromthe point of 
view of administration, 


1 


r 
t 
Ml. 


The SD and tho RS t 19 SS, 
The SD, unlike the police, was not entirely separste from 
but grow up as an independent organization, The police nover hed 
> to do with tho 8S, Nor was the RSHA really ^ police organization 
àlle It consisted of what were originally two offices, viz, the security 
lice and SD rein offices which were later coordin-ted under Heydrich as 
icf of the security police and SD, The term RSHA (Reich Secuiry Main Office) 
therofore, misleading in implying that it was a police agency ‘lone. 
function wos to coordinate the police force on the ono hand and tho SD 
jo other (Page 50). The SD was an information service of: tho party 
so 51) and directed personnel of the security police and those members 
the SD who were also mombers of the SS, (The Prosecution objected here 
ht the witness was not qualified to discuss the SD but tho Commissioner 





y of B" opinion that he was familiar with the general organization). 
Page 5 


In cross examination on the subject of the SD, the witness 
admitted that the SD was an independent part of the general organization 
of the SS, Reference was made in this connection to PS 2640 - US 323 and 
a boo: ty Guenther D'Alqguen (Page 57), PS 2284 - US 438, and the "National 
Political Cross for the Armed Forces) "published by Himmler (Document 1992-A = 


US 439,). These suggest that the SD worked in close cooperation with the 
SS. 


Witness stated that the Waffen-SS personnel referred to in 
activitics of the SD Einsatzkommando in a report dated the 3lst of 
ry, 1942 =- L 180 - US 276 ~ were very small in number (Page 58) and that 
incicent had nothing to do with the general tasks of the Waffen-SS, 
heydrich's order regarding the Jewish pogrom of 10 November 
1938 (PS 3051 =- US 240, Page 2) wes explained as being a direct order from 
Zimmler to all units nnd does not sugerest that SS and SD were working in 
close cooperation though they are mentioned in this order (Page 59). 
S. Zhe Eicher SS and Police Leadors, 
These are incorrectly described by the Prosecution, stated 
the witness, as superior officers of tho SS. The Hicher SS and ast 
Leaders and tho naighest SS District Lender (Fuehrer der SS — Obere! 
schnitts) also held the position of Higher SS and Police Lesder in company 
with other regional command authorities, The Highest District Leader 
could not give orders to the Allgemeine SS or Waffen-SS in his capacity 
as Higher 55 and Police Leader. (Xoherer SS und Politzeifuehrer), nor 
could he Give orders to the police except in occupicd territory. 


4, Concentration Cams. 


The Prosecution's chart shows the Allgemeine SS in charge 
of concentration camps, wheroas accordiug to the official chart of tho WVHA 
the concentration camps were only assigned to Amtsgrunpe D of the ‘VHA, The 
witness cxplainee thet before the war the Totenkopf formations existed 
(Page 53) but that after the war oa of all kinds were drafted undor 
& Reich law which effected all Gert This wes an emergency service law 
and hed nothing to do with tho S 3 These troops were, however, 
under the administrstion of the | S After tho beginning of tho 
jar the Totenkopf? formetions of the S nothing to do with concentration 
camps except in isolated cases (Pag 

5, Zhe connsction betwocn the SS, SD and the Police, 

It is important to distinguish cloeerly between tho SS and the 
polico, ås already explained, the title of Higher SS and Police Leador 
was hold by the -ighor District Lo:dor but the two functions remained sep- 
erate. Tho so-called SS Police Division consisted entirely of policemen 
but at the beginning of the war no one ‘mew to whom they belonged or who 
should sdninistcr them end eventually they became part of the "Inffon-S$, 
The only bond between tho “effen-SS, tho Allz;omcine SS end the SD was tho 


leadership of himmler and also obedience to certain laws regarding property 
and merringe (Pace 55). 


(at this point the Defense submitted a new chart of the 
SS which was pu as Exhibit No. l, Defendant Organization No, 1). 


stated that this chert was correct, 
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were compoton all members of the Waff S$ snd volice but not for the 
PE 


Allecmeine S The courts referred to verc courts—-martial similar to those 
Members of the SD could be trie by SS courts. 


previous statement reg»r&ing functions 
uded merbers of the SS Criminal Police and tho 
] irnia of the SD but only if they belonged to 
mation branch (Page 61). 


thet he was never a merber of the SD (Page 62) 
information regarding the qualifications of 

r e m a’ 

in re-cx-mination (Page 63). 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENÓM OF GUENTEXR REINECKE 
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WITNESS FOR THE SS CRGANIZATICN TAXE 


—Ó—— 


SUBJ7CT: Activities of the SS Legal Organization and the Punisvment of 
Crimes committed by Members of the SS. 


The fact that crimes had been committed by members of the SS was 
only discovered in the years 1943 and 1944 through proceedings in the SS 
courts, 


Witness was Chief of Department I of the SS Jurisprudence Main Office 
and Director of the SS Supreme Court. As a result of his passing various 
legal examinations he was : u2lified to hold the position of a Judge within 
the civil system. His position as Oberfuehrer in the SS corresponded to that 
of a superior judge in the Wehrmacht. 


I, Activities relating to Article 6 of the Charter, 
le Ihe SS Legal System. 


Ihe S& judges had their own courts but had no indenenden 
training. They had to have the seme qualifications as a judge in the civil 
system. Most of the SS judges were men holding high legal offices in 
civil life or who had been transferred from the Wehrmacht. Up to the 
beginning of the war it is not possible to speak of a special SS legal system 
or jurisdiction as the ALLGEMEINE SS was under the jurisdiction of the 
civil courts, 


There were, however, certain disciplinary laws within the SS 
in order to cleanse it of criminal elements. It was a princiole that only 
men who had never had any vrevious convictions should become members of the 
SS. Offenders against these rules were dismissed from the SS and were not 
allowed to re-enlist, 


In 1924 an agreement was made between the SS and the Ministry 
of Justice whereby all of “enders could be removed from the SS and placed at 
the disposal of the civil courts, “cr this purpose a special liaison officer 
betwe:n the 55 courts and tho Ministry of Justice was appointed. After the 
Polish campaign in 1939 when SS troops were used as an independent group, 
courts martial had to be set up for these troops, These courts martial wore 
based on an order issued on the 7th of October 1939, The term "special 
jurisprudence" used in this order was only a technical term and morely means 
that the legal principles of the 55 were distinguished from tho civil codec, 


The SS legal system was applicable to the WAFFE:-SS and to 
police troops on special missions, During the course of the war Himmler 
declared thet all German police forces would come under its jurisdiction, 
for tho samo reasons the Security Police anà SD were also under the samc 
jurisdiction, This did not, however, apply to the ALLGEMEIN? SS which had 
always boon under the civil code. 


The SD was included under the jurisdiction of the SS courts. 
Auxiliary and volunteer workers at the front who assisted the SS, tho post 
of- ice organization and the SS girls who carried on the news and information 
service were included, The 88 had no special rights of "penal investigation" 
of its own and the procedure was exactly the seme as that carried out in the 
Wehrmacht by legal cfficers stationed with the troops. 


"NE S 
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There were about 75 SS and police courts in all, Above the 
subordinate courts there was a higher supreme court and a headauarters SS 
court responsible for the entire legal organization of the SS and police 
organizations, These courts had no relationship to any party offices or eny 
affiliated organizations of the party. The system was entirely independent. 
The judges ‘ere independent and bound by the civil lew. The courts had no 
jurisidction over civilians except where a civilian had committed an offense 
against the Army or against the SS and police. This principle applica also 
to tho Vohrmacht courts, 


There were, however, spccial regulations in Norway whore tho 
heichs Commissar for Norway made use of the SS and police judges in procecdings 
against the civilian population. In other respects the SS legal organivation 
was the samo as that of the Wehrmacht, The SS and police courts wore sot up 
on the 17th of October 1939 at tho time when thc law establishing the SS legel 
systom was passed. 


aws and regulations, 


Although it is true to say that the general principles of civil 
law were applied by the SS and police courts there were also certain SS "b-sic" 
lews. These were not laws in a legal sense but were "commands for duty" that 
Hitler himself proclaimed in order to insure the ethical stendards of the SS, 
These included rules concerning the respecting of property and religion, 


There was no real distinction between the SS and tho Yehrmacht 
courts except perhaps in the severity of the punishments mected out by the SS 
courts, Witness thought that this was due to the fact that the basic laws 
just mentioned called for “higher ideas of duty", 


The SS and police courts had no power to punish by internment 
in a concentration camp nor for that r-tter had the civil courts. 

Reference was made to the order issued by Hitler on the 13th of 
May, 1941 in which he said thet soldiers who had committed offenses against 
the civilian population need not be punished, Witness explained that this 
order was misunderstood. In the first nlece there was no prevision that an 
offender was not to be punished, It merely stated that it was at the discretion 
of the judge whether the person was to be punished or aot. The law was issued 
to highor commanders at tho Zastern Front and was not applicable to the head- 
quarters SS court, Witness said that his of^ice did not hear of this law until 
at least six months after it was published, 


The evidence of Bach Zilewski on pare 2409 of the German transcript 
was also quoted. Bach Zilewski stated in court: "In my opinion this order (i.e., 
the order of the 13th of May, 1941) is a deterrant to any orderly conduct in 
battle for troops who can only be cxorted to carry on orderly conduct if dis- 
ciplinary action is possible." Witness stated that Bach Zilewski's evidence 
is absolutely incorrect. It does not correspond with the actual facts and it 
contradicts the wording of Hitler's order, This order expressly stated thet 
all crimes committed by soldiers must be prosecuted if the discivline of the 
troops is threatened. 


thet 
h 


The statement of Bach Zilewski on the 7th ofJanuary 194 
was never a jucge himself is a deliberate lie. The whole time that B 
Zilewski was SS and police fuehrer in Russia he was at the same time a jud 


6 
ac 


(The Hitler order of May, 1941 is contained in Document 446 


US 31). 


Examination of the witn: on the question of the attitude of the 
SS courts towardsreligion was objected to. 


ay 
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Jurisdiction of tho SS courts over the RSHA, the ALLGUME Tie 


UUPILSOLOCULON Vi viis T 8 eee 


SS and the Order Police. 


Technically the jurisdiction of the SS courts extended to the 
RSHA as it did to the Security Pclice and SD, In practice, however, when the 
RSHA was placed under the jurisdiction of the SS end police courts, Heydrich 
succecded in getting Himmler to anorove that any inve etigation of matters con- 
cerned with the RSHA should be carried out solely by the RSHA itself. Thus 
the SS and police courts were preventec from having any knowledge of conditions 
in the RSHA itcelf and of any disciplinary measures that were taken. 


“yentually in 1942 Heydrich asked th»t discipli measures 
involving the Security Police and SD should also be Iaret iato by his own 
officials. This request of Heydrich's was rejected by Himmler with the excep- 
tion of proceedings relating to the RSHA, In practice the SS courts never 
tried cases "nvolving the RSHA although there were individual cases where the 
RSHA passed tiem on to the SS courts for further action. 


SS Courts in Rotation to Concentra, on Camps, 


In principle tho SS legal organization was concerned with con- 
centration camps, The inmates of concentration campos wero, howev.T, under the 
civil law. As late as August 1944 it was ruled by the Reichs Minister of 
Justice that this was the case. The members of the staff of concentration 
camps and the guards were, however, under the jurisdiction of the S35 and police 
courts, 


It wes the duty of the SS to prosecuie crimes 
committed in concentration camps. This work was begun in th ia 
1943 and continued until tho end of the war. Witness stated that 
police courts did not succeed in getting to the "core" of the ME ‘thet 
alleged to h ve taken place in iy Ceaser a camps until the close of the 
1944, Those’crimes were first discovered by the SS in 1943 as a 


l ‘result of an 
investigatio oncerning the reed of Koch, comzander of the Buchenwald 

concentra thon ca c it soon became evident that other utrocities wore being 
committed and that S and police aie Va would not be able to cope with the 


M 


prosecution of such crimes. For this reason a committee of experts of the 


criminal police were sent to the different concentration camps ond with each 
such committee one SS judge was attached. 

A special office was: set up in the SS and ] e headquarters 

for this purpose, which was to have the status of a state pr cutor's office 
Most of the vroceedings thet resulted were for manslaughter or murder. The 


had very great difficulty in obtaining the necessary information. (See II, 
below.) 


In re-examination witness exnlained that special court officers 
were appointed to investigate the causes cf death or crimes in concentration 
camos, Proceedines would be started as a result of his investigations in all 
such cases. 


The success of these investigations came annarently so near the 
truth that in 1944 Himmler requested thet the investigations of the SS courts 


be discontinyped due to the fact that the discipline of prisoners was being er 
dangered, The result of this was that Himmler did nct assist the work, 


The investigation showed that the circle of persons sen Tn 

these crimes fell within the following categories: (1) concentrat jc; (3) 

V ite ; (2) members of the commanding staff of concentrat” ong m dical 
b'itical sections in concentration camps; (4) in many cas 

ofi vers; (5) to a very large extent among the prisoner mos had 

hovev ~, was of the opinion that the guards of the eatration TUE 


Very raa. sly anything to do with the allged crime- 


o elves Witaos 


„ion that the following pe 


It was found out on vest 
s ia r^ f the crines for vhich 


the orders whieh resulted in the carryins out o 
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subordinates were prosecuted: Gruppenfuchrer Gluecks, Chief of Amtsgruppe D 
of the WVHA and his chief Pohl, Grawitz as Chief of the Medical Staff and 
Mueller of the RSHA, There were, however, a large number of people belonging 
to these categories who were in no way connected with such crimes, It was 
discovered on investigation that some commanders of concentration camps did 
their best to maintain order and that moreover this was true of medical 
officers and members of tho commanding staffs, The number of persons actually 
involved in the crimes within these groups was comparatively small, 


l. Knowledge of activities of Finsatzeruppen Commanders. 


Witness stated that the SS courts never received any orders 
concerning Einsatzgruppen, He knew of the existence of such organizations 
in Russia, If any crimes had been committed by them the investigation would 
have been carried out by the RSHA. 


2. Orimos committed in Concentration Camps. 

As stated above the SS courts began their investigations of 
conditions in concentration carms in 1943, They had to work step by step to 
overcome resistance in other quarters, especially of Pohl, head of the WVHA and 
of Amtsgruppe D, This also applied to Mueller of the RBHA and to Obergrun>en- 
fuehrer Grawitz of the Medical Section. 


In all, 400 cases were investigated by the SS and police courts 
and of these, a decision was reached on 200, Five camo commanders were 
prosecuted, two of them being sentenced to death, In the beginning Himmler 
supported these investigations very actively, Pohl, Mueller and Grawitz, 
however, tricd by every means in their power to prevent the investig-tions 
from making any progress, 


In general the members of the SS could not have known how for 
such crimes were being committed, whether they were committed by a very small 
group of people or not. The reason for this was that the SS legal system had 
no real chance of penetrating the cloak of secrecy that enveloped the coacon- 
tration camps. 


In cross examination Document 645 PS, US 128 was referred to, 
This refers to the delivery of anti-social elements on the execution of their 
sentences to the Reichs Fuehrer SS to be worked to death. It applied to Jews, 
gypsies, Russians, Ukranians and Poles with more than three year sentences and 
Czechs and Germans with more than eight year sentences. It further goes on 
to say that in consideration of the intended solution of the Jewish problem 
in the Bast, such persons are no longer to be judged by the courts as far as 


+a 


punishment is concerned "but are to be dealt with by the Reichs Fuchrer SS," 


Witness stated that he had no knowledge of this arrangement and 
had heard of it today for the first time. He had no idea that people were in 
fact worked to death and killed when they were no longer fit to work, It was 
Suggestea to him that the highest SS and judicial authorities in Germany wore 
making this arrangement and that it was very odd that he knew nothing about it. 
The witness answered that such things could only have taken place within the 
sphere of administration of concentration camps and that he had already testified 
that it was impossible to penetrate the cloak of Secrecy surrounding them. 


He agreed that men who were guarding concentration camps were $8 
men, Asked why he did not ask these SS men what was going on, ho stated hedid 
Speak to some of the guards, He was,however, never permitted to speak te the 
commandant and the guards never mentioned any atrocities. He said that the 
reports that were received by the SS an police courts were very carefully and 


expertly drawn up. They mentioned ill treatment that had been punished in the 


m d 
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camps end as a result nothing illegal or criminal was suspected. Therc was, 
however, a case in Buchenwald where it was found that the witnesses who 
tostificà thet victims had been shot while trying to escape, had been 
supplicd by the Jommandant Schleicher himself and that everything tho wit- 
nesses wure saying was on his orders, 


Witness said ho had not examined any of the death books of 
the concentration camps. Witness denied over having heard of murders 
comnittod by the SS in concentration camps as carly as 1937 and 1934, 


3. Tho Roehm Putsch, 


It was submitted to the witness that the commission had alre 
heard evidence that shootings had been carricd out by SS men on the 30th of 
June 1934, Witness said he egreea tnat these events wore aonalling as 
Himmler had stated himself. He denied that the SS had a hand in carrying out 
the execution of the Putsch and 6aid they were stationed in thcir barracks 
all the time, 


ady 


Witness denied thet he knew anything of the deportation of 
children and old people vo be sollected and employed in special camps. 
Reforrod to Documsat 744 PS, US 445, which refers to this activity, the 
witnoss st tod thet he did not remember any such letter of Himmler to tho 
Haadeuartcrs SS court. “ven if this were so, he did not moan that the 
court had any connoctio with it. He seid he was unable to comment on this 
lettor with rospect t its relation to international law since he did not 


ZNOW 
the contents ses 


i ALLGUMEINS SS were one unit, 


to the Prose tion, witness stated that all the 
above organizations were perfectly d34inct branches, He denied that Himmlor's 


e 
statement that she various units unc his command were "one block 
, 


and ono organiz 
the other was 


ons body 
ation" would indicat that each department must have known what 


hsignetion from the WAFFEN-SS was impossible and was compulsory 
yrrvice as 4 the cese of service in other branches of the Army. 
to tnoso 
became cc 


This applied 
wic originally entered as volunteers and after the war their sorvice 
MP. gory and they 2ould not resign. Any violation or breach of this 
relationship would have ^en arde & serious crime even amounting to 
treason. It ould have been punished by a death sentence. 


SUMMARIZED BY: A.M.S. WAVE 


Lt. Colonel, 
Commissioner 
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tion of the Rhincland, he first lc^rnt of this ct 7 meeting of the section 

chiefs of the Genernl. Staff, ct "t es the chief of the Generelt SAFE 
nnounced thet two hours previous 

the Rhine. 


During his term ss chief of the training program of the em 
1937), there vas no spoci^l emphasis pleecd on taeties of aggression. 
The srmy acooted as its slogen "The Khan ag of the minority agains 
superior forees". Tho erm ^ rueted on čelnying tactics and in 
holding ^nd counter measures. in ovor-enphesis on training in offensive 
teeties vould heve been unrise beesuse the crmy training school wre nbtendod 
by many foreign officers. 


the fril of 1938 the Tank Division thich the “itness commenced 
in ise ready for ver. It ras short-handed, ill-éouipped ond ill- 
trained., A pert of his Division hed taken port in the Czech invesion 
it was on exbromelly fortunate thing thst no sction was nocess ry. 
After this ermpcign en’ prior to the Polish ai an oe: no specific 
orgonizationsal gor] was got for the witness! IH ‘Lon The order for 
orticipation in the Polish eanprign erme ss distinct surprise. In 


‘leo the Division vas far short of its ful! strength, 


Officers and men slike believed thet © solution of the Polish Corridor 
problem wes neecss?ry. Ong much bitterness over violent mensurcs 
against Germnn | netionris n pole, but no ono exnoecter wer with Poland. 
Ther: "es expectrtion th itustion would be solwed without bloodshed 
in ^ mennor similar to thc solution of the Austricn `n Czech aucstions. 


ts. 1636). 


en 


On cross-exnminetion, witness testified thet he believud thet the very 
best benefit thrt Hitler brought to Gernnny was the ention of 2 porerful 
and efficient army. (F. 1706). 


Witness nlo acknowlecrad thet ho sach tn; theory of Lebonsraun, in- 
^8 it -dvoested the enlsrzcment me ares of the country sccording 
the num^cr of people, so thet they might be able to assis C food them- 
Elves. He o) 1 hie } 
re-ncguire German coloni 
(Pp. 1711-1712). 


Witness belicved thot discussi 
Gernon areas and colonies hrd : peikar ch^nee for sueeess if ther à 
strong army to back then un Jozxever, it wns not until ver Re rd 
started in polen? thet he f 
use force if discussion fril 


organizational 


The witness criticized the chart contained 

sworn to by General Hnlåer, whic! 
composition of the Gamer g C 

insofer ns it showed Keitel os having jurisdict: over 
of the arny. tn reality ose three bronches yere unecr 
comn^nd of the Fuehre [he :itness clso Cisagreec thet the fi 
of Genernl Holder tht 3 milit=r: Eee s set forth in the echar 
represented thc nctucl Gener^l Steff nc preme leadership of the German 
^rmy. He stotec that the Gener»l Stoff consisted of the lenders hip 
assistants rnd their respective conmonders. The chert contained in 
affidavit 4 2 (US; 532), signe? by Ficld mershel von Brauchitsch, conteined 
the some mistake. (Pp. 1703, 1704 & 1705). 
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$55 Nature of Wwilit^ry Comn^ncerg! Allogisnce to thc 
Head of the state 
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Tho vitness testified thet he considered « 
important than anything else in a soldier, snc 
army in any country. However, the treining of the German officer vas 
thet obcCienee should extend only ^s fnr as it require? the performonec of 
legnl cuties. The sppliention of this rule to the indivicunl cnse ws 
difficult in Germany beeruse «ll orders by Hitler wore legal in tho 
technical sense end beeruse international law left many Coubts ^ni loop- 
holes. (P. 1699). 


With resveet to orders which were of doubtful. validity in the light 
of internntionel lew, the high milit^ry lenders Cerivod much help from the 
orcer of von Brauchitsech which soid thet the discipline of the soldier vas 
to be placed shove everything. It wes on the basis thot the discipline of 
thc troops reauirec it that the witness justificc his rofus^l to obey such 
orders ns would lc^d the netions of the Germ in army into eonflict with the 
directives of internrtionnl lav. ‘11 German high comnencers hnc to corry 
out severe struggles concerning obecience, Cuty onc responsibility. 
(». 1700). 


Witness made many objections, both oral ^no written, but he h^c to 
adhere to officirl channels snd sen? his complnints through the commander 
in chief of hir ^rmy groun. Ho hac no ooportunity of direct cont^ct with 
the OKH or vith the Fuehrcr. Sometines his suggestions vere successful, 
but more often thon not they wore rejected. (P. 1700). 


On eross-examinction, the witness ncmitted thet it vis curing the "nti- 
Jewish activities in the frill of 1938 that he first renlisec that the 
Fuchrer might issue criminal orders. However, it was not until the mili- 
tary lenders received the Commissar Decree thet he wes confronted with tho 
necessity of choosing betveen an orcéer on the ono hand «nd an oblig: tion, 
which was higher then ^n order, on the other. It wes pointe” out to the 
witness thet Reich Military La 64 suthorizec s refusel of eriminrl orcers. 
(P. 1713). 


6. Denial of Violations of the Rules of War 


inti-porbisen Warfare 

prior to 1942 the witness hoc little to ĉo vith enti-pertisan verfore, 
but in the summer of 1942 partison warfare Inerense’, rnd in Jonucry 1943 
witness took over the crea north-csst of Vitebsk vhich vas completely 
filled with partisan; These prrtis^ns vere in constant lisison vith the 
Russian units. 


^t this time end in this sector, ritness hed to carry out meny rnti- 
partison notions in orcer to protect his lines of supply snc commmicntions. 
fhe partisans fought in total cisrogrrc oi the rules of werfare cnd human- 
Jtr. Gernen soldiers were tortured snc mutilrtec, (Pp. 1679-1680). 


In combsting these partisen groups, herd anc relentless fighting v 
neccssary. However, neither the witness nor eny of his commanders usec 
this warfare ns n menns of exterminating Jews or Slnvs. Their only 


1 


purpose was to protect the security of the ormy. (Pp. 1680-1681). 

With regard to the statement of General Heusinger in affidavit # 20 
(US! 564), that the methods of onti-pertisan verfere geve the high militory 
leaders on opportunity to ecrry out systematic reduction in the Slavs ond 
Jers, the witness testified thet it «^s the policy of his commend to live 
in harmony vith the civilinn population and that he ne his soldiers hoc no 
interest in the destruction of the Slows or Jews. (P. 1681). 





On cross-examination, the witness was askec vhethor he hed renson to 
know thet Hitler md the politicians vore interested in cxterminnting Jews 
and Slavs, anc he snid that he dic not know sbout this but thet if he hac 
known of this desire on gitler's pert, he voulc not have joincd in this 
program because he Cid not feel the same wey. Witness vns then asker 
Whether somc of the errly abuses, which he h«c oxcusec as ^n essentinl part 
of the revolution, did not concern the Jews and he sdcmitted thet they cic. 


On dircet exrminction, witness testified thet he knew of the orcer 
opeinst the taking of prisoners but was unaware of any instructions to kill 
50 to 100 pertisnns for every Germen killed, On cross-examinstion, the 
witness changed his testimony on this point by sying thet he hac not lo^rnt 
of the order forbidding the taking of prisoners until he came to Nürnberg. 


(Pp. 1681; 1728). 


He cid not rl1lov the order for harsh tre^tment of partisans and the 
prohibition against the taking of prisoners to influence his actions 
beenuse he vns primarily intercsted in maintaining the discipline € his 
troops, The best proof of his disregard of this orcer yas the fnet that 
large numbers of partisans vero enptured by his troops. (Pp. 1621-1682). 


Witness defined as a partisan anyone who was founc S a dec May or a 
person sho was found esrrying out on zet of sobotege. » blamed the death 
of any innocent persons cueing the enti-partisen at MM on tes. uotis “who 
organized this bandit worfore. ue ndmittec that strict prohibitions were 
enforced segninst civilians crossing r: Hiro: de or entering : streeta Curing 
the night hours, but he insi: ps that these mersures were necessory for the 
protection of the renr lines of the Germen army enê that they were not ^t 
all inhuman mo^suros during n tine of crisis. (P. 1682). 


b. Disregord of Commisser Order 


Witness received = copy of the Commissar Or&er vhile he vas comn^ncing 
genernl of the Alst Lrmored Corps. The witness cid not gree with this 
order nnd st n meeting with Genersl Hoeppner, the lender of his srmored 
group, anc General von Manstein, who was in charge of another .rmorec corps 
in the group, it was decided thot Cenernl Hoeppner would protest ngcinst 
the order. The protest ‘wns turned dom onc, sfter consultation vith the 
commanders of witness! two divisions, Generris Kirchner and pi ie the 
witness directed that this order shoul? not be ecrried out. Thus, tl 
Commissar Order was disregarded in his section. (Pp. 1684-1685). 


Policy of 


Dest struction 


During the sdvence of the Germen troops in 1941, there wns considernble 
evidence of » scorched earth policy having been adopted by the retrerting 
Ruesions, Larger bridges, Pniisond f»cilitics, end inéustricl est: blish- 
ments were destroyed. The Russiens put the torch to many towns in ^ 
systematic setting of fires, enc some towns were bombed by artillery. 

(P. 1657). 


Witness did not know anything "bout the destruction by the Germons of 
the Tehnikowsky muscun in the city of Klien. Hc dic know thet the 
situction sround Klien in December 1941 wns so critierl thrt the Germn 
troops did not h^ve n chance to concern themselves with muscuns. 

Witness knew of no order for the destruction of the miseum in question. 
(Pp. 1688-1689), 


On cross-exominztion, the sttention of the witness wrs called to 
Hitler-ts order issued in December 1942 which atoted thet destruction should 
be meted out to Russian forees and that stoves in the houses should be 
blovnm up. This was USA Exhibit 7 51. "Atness acknowledged hnving heard 
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of this order but said that he paid ro attention to it because nt that time 
his forces were on the attack and it was to their military acvantage to 
preserve every means of shelter so as to help bencfit his troops curing the 
winter. (Pp. 1726-1727). 


Durine the retreat of the army group center during the spring of 1943 
there was an orcer recutiring lorgo-sesle destruction. The witness ngreed 
with, end carried out, this order insofar es it was necessary to destroy in 
order to maintain the security of the retreating ^rmy. However, he took upon 
himeclf the responsibility of disobeying the order insofer ss it required the 
destruction of homes and shelters. Homes end shclters were destroyed only 
where military netion curing the retront made it mevoideble. (Pp. 1688-1689) 


On eross-exeminetion, witness testificc that he never herrd of the orders 
for the destruction of moscow end Leningrad. He pointed out thet these orders 
could never have been effective beeruse these cities were nevcr captured. 

(P. 1730). 


Relstions nith Poouls tion of 


Occupied Torritorics 
Witness adopted n policy of living in emienble relatione vith the 
civilian populetions of occupied creas. He nrrongcd thet the army sho 
small favors for the eivilien population and he punished scvorel; 
tions on the pert of the Germen soldiers sgeinst them, Freecom 
was ro-esteblished in these Exstern territories. Propaganda wes usce 
means of gaining the soodvill of the populrcc. (Pp. 1682; 1690-1691). 


Ce prisoners-of-—Wer 

Militery eomm^ndors in the operational sector had nothing to Co with the 
prisoner-of-war system. Prisoners vho were captured were handed over to the 
competent cuthorities who vere, in the ense of the witness, the ormy groups, 
The army groups in turn hended then to prisoner collecting ccmps which were 
under the commend of o speeizl organization, with the name of vhieh the 
witness wag not femilinr. (Pp. 1692-1693). 

The use of the army group ns on intermodinry betvveen the ^rmy onc the 
prisoner collecting orgenizntions was mede necessery bec^use of the extr^- 
ordinvrily large numbers of prisoners vho vere taken during the first bettles 
in the East. The norm^l procedure was for the army which took the prisoners 
to turn them over direetly to the orgsnizstions which hoc jurisdiction over 
the camps. (Pp. 1693-1694). 


Witness crs oere thet mony prisoners died. He explsincd thot curing 
en encirclement, nction severel 100,000 prisoners could be teken within = few 
short days end it could be thet the troops who esptured them were in poorer 
condition than the prisoners who were captured, Other factors which contri- 
buted to n high mortality mong prisoners vore: first, lnek of housing frci- 
lities; second, impossibility to prepare for tho hendling of such large 
masses of people; thirdly, the genor^l poverty of the countryside; fourthly 
the disruption in the transportation systems end fifthly, the holf-storved 
condition of the prisoners even prior to c^pturc. (P. 1695). 


The witness strtod thet thc best woof of the fect that mussicn prisaners- 
of-wer felt that they vere being treated vell wns that vhon the German troops 
retrerted, these prisoners chose to retrest bein them and did not t^ke 
ndvantnge of the opportunity to eserpe. Some of those prisoners evin fought 
with the Germans. (Pp. 1695-1696). 

On cross-exeminrtion, an excerpt from 103-PS, detec 28 Februnry 1942, 

which relntcd to the shooting of veek anc starving prisoners-of-wrr in front 
of the populstion, vns rond to the vitness. Hie srid thet he did not mow 





anything sbout this. He did, however, acknowledge that he knew of the 
trking of fur boots from Russian prisoners-of-war Curing the vinter of 
1941/1942. Although he himself did not issuc this orcer, he justifica it 
on the grounds of military necessity beeruse the Germen troops wore suffer- 
ing from frost-bite nd nccdod these shocs. He mode the eiie point that 
the Russinn soldiers in question had other shoes, (Pp. 1729; 1753). 


Tx The Warsaw Uprising of 1944 


Witness took over ormy group center, in vhich Warsaw was located, on 
16 fugust 1944. At this time the Warsev uprising was already in full swing. 
General von dem Bech, who was in charge of the Einsatzgruppe engaged in 
borsa the uprising, wns not under the command of the army groun "ith 
respcet to tho battle for Warsow, but was under the immedinte jurisdiction of 
the Reichsfuchrer SS. (P. 1696). 


The 9th Army, which was in the witness! army group, vos especinily 
interested in the enrly  uppression of the uprising beenuse tho Russisn nrtinek 
was pressing on Warsaw from the Fast and the army desired to use the west 
bank of the Weichsel for fortifientions. (P. 1697). 


When the witness took over commend of the ^rmy group, he had olrendy 
heerd of ntrocities enin gc in warsav by the SS Brig^éc Kaminsky, which 


consisted entirely of Russirne. Kaminsky nnd his lecders were brought before 
tribunal "nd shot D (v . 169 97) . 


Witness ordered von dem Bach to bring the action to ^n erly conclusion 
enc he was personslly active in procuring tho finel surrencer of Generol por. 
S 


j 
jeither r the | itness nor his troops took prurit in the suppression of the Warsaw 


The order for the total destruction of Warsaw was handed directly from 
the Reichsfuehrer SS to General von cem Boch. The witness hed nothing to do 
with this order nor did the -mny or any rrmy group have eny hand A it. 
Rather then being interested in the destruction of the city, tho vitne 
anxious to preserve what wes left of it so that it might offer cover "né 
shelter for his retrenting troops. After th: capitula tion oí' General nor, 
demolition forces under Genoral von dem Bach set sbout destroying tho city, 
but eontinu^tion of their vork vas soon rencerec impossible by the increasing 
barrage from the Russian artillery. (Pp. 1698-1699), 


On eross-oxamin^tion, witness ndmitted that there vere some army men 
engngec in the suppression of the Warsaw PAKAN These vore not Finsatze 
gruppen troops, but vcrc troops especinlly assigned to Gener^l von dem Bach by 
the OKH., They were engineers ond artillery men. These troops were not 
under the command of the witness nor did they come from | ithin his district, 
Further questioning brought forth the testimony that ^lthough the witness 
was very much interested in the speedy conclusion of the uprising in order 
thet he might use some territory helc by the Warsaw rebels to stem the 
ndvance of the Russians, ho cid not send sny of his troops to help 
General von dem Bach, but -llowed army assistence to come from troops from a 
greeter distance avey, ^ltogether outside ron, (P. 1719). 


7. | Conferences in Prison with Militery Witnesses Apperring 
Before the Commi 


Re-direct examinntion elicited fron Y iss the information that he 
hed conferred in gi todd: prison vith other vitnesses rho had appenred before 
the Commission in dcfense of the High Commend y hese Sone or ees the 
questions -sked of the respective witnesscs ; discussed and the answerg 
which hac been given to these questions were related. The bises testified 
that Field Mershel von Rundstedt, Field marshal List, General Westfall sand 
General von Lich həd conferred with him regarding these Commission herrings 
and the testinony ziven nt them. (Pp. 1784-1785). 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF 


RODE 


TITNESS FOR THE HIGH COMMAND TAKEN BEFORE 


—————--- -—————— 


A COMMISCION ON 


25 JULY 1946 


o witness was questionec with respect to his officevits numbers 
anc 563 sucrn to on 30 Novenber 1945. 


Witness testified thet when he was interrogated, it seoned to him that 
the interrogating authorities were sot altogether clear ns to the cistinction 
between the onti-partisen actions ^n? the ^ctions of the Einsatzgruppen of 
the SD anc the Security police, Tae latter coulc not be regarcec as anti- 
portisan warfare. Anti-partisan units were groups of fighting men who were 
in nction against fighting nen. The witness explained this distinction tc 
the interrognting nuthorities snd he believec that they then understood it. 


The witness hrc no knovlecge or experience with Einsatzgruppen. 
Then he nede the stetenent in his affidavit that the purpose behine anti- 
partisan activity was the extermination of Jews, he dic so in reliance on 
certain docunoents which were shown to hin by the interrogators. One of 
these documents wes ^ statement of Brigndefuehrer SS Stahlecker. He also 
sow a map of the entire rres of the army group ll the way north to Plaskow. 
He was shown a photo copy of a map from the RSHA on which there was repres- 
ented the number of liquicctec Jevo in various tovms. These ccaths totale 
137,000. Ye wes also shown a str*esent by former general of the poli 
von Cen Bach, which stetec that Himmler hac said that there were 25 mi 
too many Slavs. 


During the interrogation, the interrogntor, Coptain Rapp, talked 
continuously of the actions of the ‘insatzgruppen sas anti-partisan nctions, 
end the witness believec thet it wis for this renson that he (the witness) 
usod tho tern "onti-portisan vorfore" when he really meant "Einsotzgruppen 
activities", Therefore, he woule i. change the worcing of his stotement 
to express his belief that Einsstzgruppen setivity was really c cloak for 
the externin^tiom of Jews. The b^sis for this belicf is found in documents 
vhich vere shovn to hin hy interrognting officers. 


Sumnerizec by: J.S. CONWAY 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF GRAF VON ROEDERN, WITNESS FOR 
THE CORPS OF 7.:.ITION, LEADERS 
TAKEN BEFORE 
A COMMISSION ON 


1&2 JULY '46 


SUBJECT: The fuslandsorganisation of the Nazi Party 


Note; Testimony of this witness should be regarded as supplementary to 
the evidence given before the Tribunal by Ernst Bohle, starting at 
Transcript. 


Witness has law degrees as referendar and also as assessor. He 
joined the Nazi Party on 1 April 1933. From April 1938 till tte fall of 
1939 he was head of the Legal Office of the Foreign Organization, and also 
assistant judge in the court of that Organization. In 1939 he beerme 
Ordnance Officer to General von Rundstedt, and from November O till 
April 1942, conducted the affairs of the chief of the Foreign Irgnnization 
in France. From May 1942 till February 1943 he commanded n (fompany in 

African campaign. From Moreh 1943 till November 1944 he was personal 

ssistant to the chief of the Forcign Organizetion. 


: UR Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Chartur 
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al Convictions o , Leaders of the 


The purpose of the Foreign Organization of the Now Party was the 


1 


care of nll Germans abroad, and the coordin-tion of ther thinking along 
lines of National Socialism. This organization vsimed st making the 
Germans outside the homeland economicnlly and politiesLy active for the 
Reich. It also had the purpose of fighting the attitide of hostility 
ageinst foreigners within the Reich. 


Only those who possessed German passports were eigible 
ship in the Foreign organization. Germens who had r:duired 
of another country while living broad were ineligib®. 

The vitness nnd his comrades in the Foreien 0 
thet the points of the Nazi n d r the on of 
oll Germans; (ii) a demand for the abrogation of tie peace treaties of 
St. Germain and Versailles; and (iii) a demand for colonies — were quite 
consistent with Wilson's 14 points and were in acerrd with the basic 
principles of the League of Nations. 

They had no suspicion that the Nazi Party wa ¿Ll arry out a 
program in which violence and aggressive warfare would we on integral 
part but, on the contrary, thought that difficuliies would be overcome by 


TL 


peaceful revision ns had been pledged in the var:ous speeches by Hitler. 


Personnel in tho Foreign Orgnnizntion wer: acquainted with measures 

ke Germany's leaving the League, the re-intreluction of compulsory 

ilitary service, and the reconstruction of th: German Air Force, but they 
opposed the iden of a war because they remembered thet Germans were always 
the first victims. They had 3 conviction tint a war against Poland was 
being planned. Proof of this is shom in tr» feat that just prior to 
the outbreak of the war, there was a big eon,ress of Germans abroad in 
city of Graz, in which even Germans from ove’seas participated. 


t 
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Germans were not informed that war was ^ noble enc useful. occupation, 
although they were trained that it was the cuty of every German to serve 
his country in case of war. 


The leadership of the Foreign Orgon getion was not 
myth of the Moster Race. The chief of the Germens chron, 
Gauleiter Bohle, wns himself born in Englend end nlways warne 
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over-estiinbion of German obility cnc a German plan for len 


Witness was quite young at the time of the eizure of pover but he 
and his contemporaries considered that parlismentary cemocrsey had been 
failure in Germany. ga German people desired str €' ip, not 1 
order th^t they should be led into conquests by war, but ‘thet they might 
be able to gnin relief from the eccnomic rp BIA that vas then prevalent 
in Germany. 


Witness vns not put on notice of aggre ecive intentions by reason of 
the crention of vorious units of the people! e militie, but believed that 
such prep^retions suited the temper of the German people which was 
expressed in the slogan "If you want pesce, tien prepare for war", 

officials "hile they were 
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abrood, vere s Baie te We. chi he mis in the particular 
locality. For that reason it w ssible for them to exert any inflv 
ence on the conduct of the affa i stote rbrond. Further- 
more, they did not believe that bui righ Leaders of the Nazi Party had 
poromulgsted the various lavis under vhieh they ^eqoirec gre^»t suthority fo 
the purpose of preparing snd controlling the Germin peopie for the conduct 


the opinion thet the destruction 
ecconolisbe? in order to eliminat 
front was substituted for cless 
poe Qe ond employee vere merged, 

The Auslandsorgennisati 

in the occupied Russian 

accomplished by the Foreig 

arens" of the NSDAP which 

Chancellery. 

Trance, witness es i > that iese on sities 

of the civilian employees of the German Arny in | 

cards, clothing and s his was in addition to the general tasks wh 

nll units of the Foreign Organizetion had. bo d uso took crre of the 

entertainment and comfort of the troops in their oecupiod territories. 

In no ease did Lancesgruppen of the Aus ‘Iandsorganisation have any influen 

on the administration of the territory or on the euployment of labor with 

the occupied territory. 


ch leacer Rosenberg, in charge of the Einsatgsctab 
1 that his organization was free from any Party taks 
assignment from Hitler. 

The Auslandsorganisztion should not be ec nfused 
hich wes simply the name given to he body of Germans wac nt 
countries, regardless of citizenship. These Volksdcutsche could not 
become members of the Auslandsorgenisation unless they had retained their 
German citizenship. 

Although the leacers of the Auslondsorzanisestion were given ronks 
equivalent to those of political leaders vitnin the Reich, they could not 
truly be said to be Hoheitstraegers. For one thing they dig not have f! 
sovereign ares. of command. 
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It was a policy of the Auslandsorganisation not to mix in other 
people's polities or to disturb diplomatic relations with other countries. 
It wns beenuse of this policy that the Auslencsorganissticn cic not 
indulze in any activities in disputed territories such as Aisace-Lorrsinc. 
Thus the Foreign Organization had refrained from sssocistion with the 
"illegalis" in Austria, though it did establish connections with Fascist 
ond Falange parties in Italy and Spain. 


ect to the statement in the affidavit of von Strempel that 

the ^us ate sorgen eition entertained a relationship with the German- 
American Bund by which directives vere issued to the Bund as to 
organizational structure, propagande, and the holcing of moss meetings, 
and thet Draeger, the representative of the Foreign Deprrtnont of the 
Party in the United States, had contact with the German-Amcric 
members, witness did not know of any confidential agent of the 
Organization named Dreeger who was in North America. Witne 
that von Strempel referre? to the German Consul in New York, Dr 
Furthermore, von Strempel did not become First Ceerctary of tnc 
in Washington until 1938, and the events of which von Strempci 
2 ok place prior to that and at a time when he vas in 

msvl Dr. Draeger wns only an honorory representative of the 
pone doe and he was Cirectly uncer the G 
Herr Thomsen, who could have directly prohihitec > x continuing 
relntions with the German—hmer* son Bunc. rdi von “Strempel! s story 
of reports mzde at Thomsen's behest, calling Bohle'ts sttentioa to 
Draeger! s relationship vith the Bund, wes e highly improbrble one. 


The visit of Fritz Kuhn, leader of the German—fmerican 3unc 
the Olympied wes in no rey instigated by the Auslondsorganistion. 


huslanésorgenis ion in fcreicn countries 


or receiving facilities, sltiough the German 


E pm uent . 


The Landesgruppen leaders of the F Acres ee trans- 
mitted military or ceni-militery 
If on individuel German national sbrond Ponorte milit-ry matter to the 
Lenéesgruppen leacer, this mon was referred to n competat militery 
attache. p not Pies as alleged in cocum 
husloncsar sation uec in Holland under the 
deutsche Gemeinsch Du hip Association) und 


n 


Dr. Butting. This was Bye y ^ non-secret cssocic 


e "l3 1 qer " E T Art or ^ m^ 
Germens, which vns led hy en Ortsgruppen 


leade 

tion. Then, à 236, the L^ndesgruvpen was 

leaders of the Auslondsorganisntion remnined i JoMand, with the 

ledge of the Covernment, as the lenders of this R > ena eutcie Ger 
schaft. With respect to the charge that Dr. Butte E d cooper: 

the Espionage Service in Holland, witness tertifix that Dr. eee 
repentecly asked thet political lenders should nct be urec for counter- 
intelligence work and that he hac an arrangement vit ris and 
Schellenberg, by which those who had, or would in? , take part 


' 


in counter-intelligence vork would be dismissed .r , Colitienl service. 


ross-exn^min^tion, the witness was neket why, if the Auslands- 

ion vrs perfectly harmless, it shoul. inve peen closed down in 

and dissolved in America uncer pressure, onc woy 9 of the Auslands- 
orgenisstion representatives kad been ceportec from Englend. Witness 
Omitted that these mensures were t5ken by th: respective Governments 
because they vere efraid that the organizntim would become on espionnge 
organization. “Ib was admitted that some members of the Auslancsorgei ise- 
tion were in the service of the SD and in tre counter-espionnge serv’ ce. 
Further cross-examination wns waived with tie suggestion that the buil of 

"n 


the materiel found in the cross-exnminaticn of Bohle was equaliy relw- 


r 


vont to the testimony of this witness. 
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on re-diroct examination, witness emphasized the fact thot the Forei 
Organization in Great arii m8 dot dissolved; thet Churchill nac dis- 
continued nll attacks on the Londesgruppen in inglane efter ^ conference 
with Gnuleiter Bohle in n 1925 thzt the dissolution ' the organization 3 
the tmited States was not dope under Americen pressure, but wis brought 
about through the orcers of Deputy Fuehrer Hess; onc thet an investigati 
in Switzerland resulted in the exoneretion of the hus slandsorgenisetion fr 
the charge of activities contrary to Oyens lew, anc that the organi aotior 
was nlloved to stay in neutral countrie such ^s Switzerland and Portugs 


Qn re-cross-examinntion, witness reiterntec 
of Paps! On cad in Holland, was ^llovec i. (- X 
sepes an ih vit the Xnoriecge of the ateh Govern 
In ! i 


> 
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2. Attitude on the Jevish Question 
\ 

The trentment of the Jewish problem within the Foreign Orgenizetion 
wes radienlly different from that generally exercise vithin the Reich. 
Germans obrone had a different attituce tovercs the J 
e^rry out enti-Jerish measures bec^use they hrc felt th 
German boycotts, such 2s those in the United States in - 
the boycott which followed the demonstrations 


The Auslancsorganis-tion never receive any orde 
synagogues or persecute the Jers. on the contrary, 2! the excesses 
of 9/10 November 1938, this Department receive: nwnerous picea 
communientions from ae sien countries, and Gruleiter Bohle 
ions from Reich Ma Goering, made a report on the came 
being done to the velf ro of Germens sbroac. 


ionshio with Ut the Church 


complete elimi 

spirituol ias: e Av sor? ‘ 
Germans who lived abront appreciated the merits of the church 
of preservetion of the Germen extra-territoricl unity. 


Bohle issued sn explicit order hich forbade leaders onc speakers 
abroad to discuss the problems of the churches. 


II. Evidence of Voluntary oF Commil sory 
The political leacers of the Ausl: ndsorganisatic re not in the 
kind of special porty organization which one could joi nà from which o! 
could resign, such ss wes the case with the SA. 


TI Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


DL 


The political leacers of the Foreign Organization know miz thet th 
were places for tre detention of the ^nti-s: civil elements of the German 
populaticn and for people wno were politically hostile tovards the state. 


They knew nothing of the particular events ot these camps. 
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In 1943, a delegation of Foreign Organization leaders visitec the 
concentration camp nt Sachsenhausen. This visit was for the purpose of 
investigating reports of atrocities which had been so widely circulated by 
enemy propagends thet Germans living abroad were beginning to believe then. 
Witness did not go on this inspection tour but he remembered thot nll tho 
group lencers who did go returned in a much happier frame of mind and were 
convinced that the reports were completely untrue. 


8, ns personal Referent to Gauleiter Bohle, was well sware of 
ion which extended even to Gauleiters against listening to 
foreign radio broadcasts. 


State leacers were always able to convincingly answer rumors vith 

respect to atrocities by calling attention to the fact that after the last 
e enemy powers acmitted thet they had invented such stories regard- 
ae behavior of the Germans. 


Sumnaarized by: J.S. CONWAY 
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yITW^SS TOR TH" SD ORGANIZATION TAKEN 
BEFORE A COMMISSION ON TY" 4TH ana STH 
OF JULY 1946 


TRANSCRIPT PAGES  _ 


SUBJS0T: The SD did not commit crimes against Peace or crimes against 
Humanity. 


The cvidence of the witness has particular reference to Group III C of 
the SD and to the attitude of the SD towards the Church. 


Witness was with the SD from 1924 and was in the section that dealt with 
science, education and religion. He was in Group III C of Amt 3 of the RSHA. 


I. Activities relating to Article 6 of the Charter. 
1. Structure and Functions of Group III C of the SD, 


This department was divided into six sections dealing with the 
following subjects: Universities, education and religion, culture and art, 
press and radio, culture in occupied territories, and documents. Its func- 
tion was to correct "misdirected culture". Public opinion and criticisms 
in the spheres of science and religion were investigated and revorted on, 
Constructive suggestions were also made, Witness denied that the group was 
aware of any consoirscy to carry out crimes under Article 6 of the Charter, 


2. Universities, 


The section dealing wit" vuaiv rsities advised on the spoointment 
of professors and lecturers. Witness denied that people who might be in 
Opposition to a policy of alleged crime were not selected. 


An essay by one Dr, Ritter was introduced, entitled "The German 
Professor in the Third Reich",  Tno Prosecution objected to this document but 
the Commissioner allowed certain passages to be read. Dr. Ritter was a 
professor at Freiberg and a convinced anti-Nazi, He states in his essay that 
the SD were aware of his anti-Nazi attitude and that of the whole university. 
No action, however, was taken by them as a result of their investigation. 
The SD did not interfere in pclitics. 


The witness explained thet the general system with regard to the 
appointment of University professors and lecturers was for the Reichs 
Education Ministry to apply to the SD for information concerning the individual. 
The report on the individual, however, was only a "general appreciation", 


3. The SD and the Church, 


The witness denied that the SD took any part in the persecution 
of the Church, Group III C dealt exclusively with problems of religious life 
among Germans in general., It also reported on education and the reaction of 
the people to the"philosophical views of the party", The basic principles on 
which the work of tre SD was based were well known to everybody. The reference 
of the Prosecution to the tasks of the so-called church section of the SD 
is quite incorrect, There was no special instruction to the SD to destroy 
all theconfession churches while "Germany is struggling for its life", Amt 
3 of the 5D was only concerned with intelligence on religious ouestions and 
took up no special attitude towards these questions. The reports issued by the SD 
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on the church did not result in any measures ag-inst the Church and these 
reports were not directed towards its persecution, 


In cross exomination by the French Prosecution, reference was 
made to SSR 185, USA 510, This is a decree which states "The Security 
Police and the SD study of church policies", There is also a reference in 


1 y M n m 3 i dts = : 3 
vie. Go0Uieéno to "bibe abo. ROC I -£LOlocs ye w nEss avrocei 


in the case of universities the SD reported on hostile attitudes of the popu- 
lation. He agreed that according to ' ` ee mentioned above there wor 
casos in which SD church specialists were transferred from the SD to the 
GESTaPO, He denied, however, that the GESTAPO cooperated with the SD in this 
respect. 


4, Ihe SD did not cooperate with the ESTAPO 
problems, 


Witness was asked by the counsel for the defense whether before 
the period when the functions of Amts 3 and 4 of the RSEA were sep2r^teà there 
was any common purpose between the GESTAPO and the SD for the purpose of 
persecuting the church, He st-ted that according to his knowledge there was 
never ot any time a common purpose between these two organizations by way of 
intelligence or any other task. Amt 4 of the GESTAPO hed an independent 
office dealing with church problems, As mentioned above there were a number 
of SD personnel transferred to the GESTAPO offices but these were only very 
Smell in number and dealt with other matters besides church problems, 


: Witness stated thet he agreed that a quantity of records and 
reports on church problems wore sent to the GESTAPO offices from the SD but 
this did not mean that the SD was assisting the GESTAPO to oppose or persecute 
the church, The SD was not responsible for supervision of the church but 
merely to issue general reports, After the creation of Amt 3 of the RSH: 
the GESTAPO never made use of the SD and in fact such action would have been 
prohibited, In any case, stated the witness, the intelligence service of Amt 
3 was completely useless for tho police work of the kind carried out by the 
GESTAPO 
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The Chief of the Security Police in the SD as the highest 
authority had no influence on the reli “cur juestions dealt with in Amt 3, 
This was the responsibility of the Chief of Amt 3, 


In cross examination an extract was read from the National 
Socialist Yosr Book cf 1941 in which it is stated that the SD was a 
politics1 intelligence service created in accordance with the principles 
of "racial and ideological selection as required by the SS, It hecame the 


real security service for the SS, the Party and tho Reich," 


The description goes on to the effect that part of the dutios 
of the D were to watch for any changes in the manner of working and 
attacks of the enemy and protect the people against any kind of scdition. 
The SD worked in cooperation with the Chief of the security police, members 
of which service also had a duty to investigation and fight against any 
national hostile intention, 


Witness stated that according to his knowledge the only thing 
that was correct in this paragraph was that Heydrich was Simultaneciously Chief 
of the Security Police and SD. The rest of the information was either wrong 
or already out of dete. The function of Amt 3 was to observe and report on 
criticisms of the church-going population on measures about the party, not in 
order to show that the church-going population was in politicel opnosition to 
the party, but in order to supervise the "religious nerds of the population 
from the point of view of the party" 


5. The SD did not cooperate with the party to persecute the Church, 


The SD was in agreement with the basic principles of National 
Socialism. Hitler had repeatedly stated thet he did not hove any desire to 
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be ^ "religious prophet" and Rosenberg had stated publicly that religion was 
a orivate affair. The hostile attitude of Bormann towards the church could 
not be considered as the real view of the party. 


Defense Counsel submitted Document R-101, dealing with the 
exploitation of church property to tho /'.4..5, Witness denied that the SD 
participated in such measures, He also ‘eaid that the SD were prohibited 
by the decree of 12 May 1941, which transferred church matters to Amt 4, 
from carrying out the prosecution of the National Czech Church as referred 


to in Document 1538, a report dated the 17th of February 1936, presented by 
the Russian Prosecution. 


He further denied that the persecution ofPolish priests referred 
to in Page 5139 of the German transcript as a report of the Polish Government 
was the concern of the SD, 


In cross examination further reference was made to the National 
Socialist Yoar Book of 1941 which contains a statement of the official 
attitude of the party towards the church. The following quotation was road: 
"We demand freedom of religion for all religious denominations within the 


State es long as they do not endanger its existence or opoose the moral sense 
of the Germanic race", 


Asked whether he knew that much opocsition to National Socialism 
came from religious groups, witness said that he was not sure thet such 
groups were basically Qpposed to the party but represented different views 
in regard to church and religion, This did not mean a general rejection of 
National Sccielism because by far tho larger part of the party members wore 
also church members. Ee said that Bormann's attitude towards the church was 
rejected Ne |. large part of the party and that he was frequently i rn 
for it, Bormann did not succecd with his policy because in 1942 90$ of the | 
mombers of the party were mombers of the Church and statistics show that 80% 


of tho 55 were church members. 


In further cross exami -.icon witness was shown Document R-142, 

USA 487, This document, stated the Prosecution, shows that the SD at Coblenz 
invaded the security of the plobescite ia 1938, The following passage was 
quoted: "The high percentage of cpnosition has as its reason in nearly all 
cases the religious attitude of the population irrespective of whether they 
are Catholics or Protestants", In answer to the question as to whether this 
did not show that the SD was interested in politics, witness replied that 
his tostimony referred only to amt III which did not come into existance 
until Septomber, 1939. 

f£. The SD did not confiscate public cr church property. 


Defense Counsel referred to the GESTAPO and SD trial bricf, 
page 51 of the German translation, Witness said that Department III C5 
referred to dealt with culturel problems from the occupied territorics by 
way of an intelligence service, As an examle the witness cited the 
employment of German scientists in occupied Western territory who studiod 
the national peculiarities of the different races. The SD did not partici- 
pte in confiscating property of Jews or Communist officials nor did it 


have the right to do so. It did not confiscate religious, scientific or 
cobjects of srt. E 


Witnoss further explained Document PS 071 which also refers 
to confiscation and stated that tho term SD was frequently confused with 
the Security Police. The SD was not a police force and took no police 
measures, Defense Counsel stated that on the 18th of December 1945 the 
Prosecution had alleged that the SD and the SS shared the responsibility 
for public and private looting. This was denied by the witness, 


Witness further denied vo connection between the SD and docu- 
ments PS 137, USSR 41, referring to the confiscation of art treasures in 
western occupied territory in Russia, In answer to the Russian Prosecution, 
witness stated thet he had never received a report which described the 
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destruction of Russian art treasurers or monuments by the Germans. The 
Russian Prosecutcr rend from Page 2 cf Document USSR 12 a memorandum by 
General von Reichenau, dated the 10th of October 1941, The document refers 
to the behavior of German troops in Ustcnie,. Counsel quoted the sentence: 
"Neither historical nor artistic considerations play » part here in tho 
Eastern ares." Witness had never heard of this statement, 


He did not know of cooperation between the SS and the Binsatz- 
stab Rosenberg. The SD received no reports cn it. 


7. Functions of Section III 06 of Amt 3, 


This office dealt with publications and had to submit any pub- 
licetions to the various experts working in the office. It made summaries 
and reports on various l'intelbctual orobleme". Witness denied that books by 
Professor Ritter, which contained veiled but hostile references to National 
Secinlism, wore sent to the GESTAPO. This would not have been pert of the 
policy of the SD. 


In conclusion witness stotedthat the function of his department 
was to make ropcrts of all developme +s ia public opinion and criticisms 
by the population. The SD frequently found itself in sharp and openly avowed 
opposition to many high authorities in the party. 


Summ A.M.S., NEAVE ! 
Lt. Colonel, AAG 
Commissioner 
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TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION ON 27 JULY 1946 


TRANSCRIPT PAGS: 


SUBJECT: Crose-Examination of the Witness, with respect to the subject 
matter contained in his Affidavit $15, U.S. 559, and Affidavit 
#16, U.S. 560. 


Witness was Chief ~~ ' neral Staff of the Fourth Army 
which was under the command of General Heinrici. 


Counsel for the High Command first questioned the witness with 
respect to the following statement in the first paragraph of Affidavit 
#15: "During such operations and this means operations against Partisans 
troops were orderet by tho highest authority, for instance, by the O.K.H., 
to omploy the severest methods." The witness tostified that by tho words 
'sovoroat methods" he meant the methods employed in military warfare to 
their severest dcgroo. He did not have any reference te methods which 
wore contrary to international law. 


With respect to tho statoment in the second paragraph of 
Affidavit $15! "In the beginning, in accordance with instructions 
which came to us through channels from the Army group, prisoners were 
takon only in exceptional cases." the witness testified that his state~ 
ment referred to & period of time after the Fall of 1942. He did not 
moan to imply that prisoners wero killed after their capture but that, 
in cases where Partisans did not surrender, the severe methods of warfare 
which were employed against them wore such that most of them vore ennihl- 
latod with the result that very few prisoners were taken. 


The attention of the witness was called to a statement in the 
third paragraph of his affidavit, to wit: "Tho enomy dead montioned in 
official reports wore very numerovs in comparison with our own dead." 

Ho stated that it was possible that some of this disproportion was due 

to tho practice of giving oxaggerated reports of enemy dead. Ho mado 

this statement on the basis of various reports which he had soon. Ho 
roitcrnted that he did not mean to “y, or have his statement undersvood 

as saying, that orders wore iL% .J higher authority to oxecuto prisoners 
and that it was for this reason that enemy dead were much more numorous 
than Gorman dead in Partisan’ activities. 


Tho witness was questioned with respect to the following stato- 
mont in the last paragraph of Affidavit 7153 "This is one of the reasons 
which have now brought me to the roalization that the real purpose of 
the counter-Partisan warfare which wo conducted was to use thoso military 
operations of the Army, so 2s to meke possible the ruthless liquidation 
of Jewry and the other undesired elements." He testified that prior to 
giving this statement he was shown tho minutes of a meeting which took 
place under the chairmanship of Hitlor himsolf. He did net recall having 
boon shown any orders. It was on tho basis of these documents, which wore 
entirely new ty the witnoss,that ho arrived at the conclusion that tho 
actual goal ef Partisan warfare wes the liquidation of Jowry and other 
undesirable clemente. The witness vas careful to emphasize the fact that 
ecldiors in battle and their military leaders did not know anything about 

hose intentions. He believed that this was tho idea of Hitlor himsolf, 
end he testified that he had never soon & written order or heard an oral 
order in this matter. 


Tho following statement from the second paragraph of Affidavit 
$15 was read to the witness: "In accordance with orders, Jews, political 
commissars and agents were handed over to tho SD for special treatmont." 
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Fe testified that at tho timo the people were handed over to the SD 

he and his associates thought that they would be punished in accordance 
with their offenses. They believed that there would be an investigation 
md a trial with resvect to these cases because they rememborod that some 
German soldiers who hed been turned over to the SD after the passage of 
death sentence by the court were lator pardoned and the SD used them for 
lebor service. 


With respect to tho first sentence in Affidavit 716: "During 
my period of service in 1942-1943, as Chief of Steff of the Fourth Army 
of the Central Army Group, SD units were attached in the beginning, 
apparently for the purpose of counter—intelligence activity in front 
linc areas." The witness testified that by the word "attached" he meant 
that the SD units were only formally connected with the Fourth Army for 
the purpose of procuring supplies. He testified that with reference to 
the word "supposedly" the SD did, in fact, carry out countor-intelligonce 
actions. 


The attention of the witness was called to his statement that 
efter a complaint by Field Marshal von Kluge these units were pulled 
back from the front line ares. Fe admitted that the Army had no authority 
to issuc orders to these units but stated that Field Marshal von Kluge had 
enous: influence to have the units withdrawn. 


The witness was questioned with respect to a statement in his 
Affidavit #16, which reads as follows: "The reason for this first and 
foremost was that the excesses of the SD units by way of execution of 
Jews and other persons assumed such proportions as to threaten the 
security of the Army in its combat areas because of the aroused civilian 
populace." The witness testified that this occurred later and that the 
inglish copy end the German copy should be conformed to the German original 
of this affidavit which had been presented to that Tribunal so that on 
the copies the word "later" should be inserted. The sentence would then 
begin "It became clear later..." 


Witness testified tut :is commender-in-chiof asked for the 
removal of the SD in March or April, 1943. At that time ho received 
revorts that the SD in some villages were carrying out arrests and had 
been shooting individual Jews. The reports to which he reforred did not 
mention mass executions but single executions. He was uncertain as to 
the number of incidents but stated that his best recollection was that 
there had been 50 to 75 arrests, deportations and possible shootings. 
The Counsel for the High Command told the witness that his commanding 
senoral had stated that a number of arrests and only one execution had 
been made and that he had asked for the recall of the SD unit after the 
witness had infcrmed him of one shooting. The Commission forbade any 
further discussion of this subject on the ground that the witness had 
testified that his total included arrests, deportations and shootings, 
if any. 


The last sentence of the witness in Affidavit 716 was read to 
him: "Although in general the special tasks of tho SD units were well 
known and appeared to be carried out with the knowledge of the highest 
military authorities, we opposed these methods as far as possible, 
because of the denger which existed for our troops." He testified that 
by this statement he meant that the group within the High Command, which 
had to concern itself with the particular cuestion of SD activity, was 
acquaictod with the counter—intellizence work of the SD. He did not 
mean that this group had any knowledge of mass executions. The reference 
to "highest military authorities" was intended to refer to Hitler alone. 


In conclusion, the witness testified that he did not draft the 
effiievits himself but that they were presented to him after various 
dis ussions. 


Examination of the witness by the Prosecuting Attorney brought 
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out the fect that these affidavits were extracts or condensations of 
longer discussions. He stated that it was true that it lator became 
apparent to him and his commanding officer that pecple whom they though’ 
wore only being used for counter-inteliizence work were sctually used 
for quite different work. It was for this reason that they iriod to get 
rid of these people. The witness was asked when he found out that tho 
alleged counter-inteiilgence groups constituted a murder clique and he 


replied: "We heard of these cases at the end of March and beginning 
of 2pril, 1943." 


Sammarized by: 
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H1095 —0031 





H1095 — 0032 


WITNESS FOR TH) GENERAL START 
TAKEN BEFORE 4 COMMISSION ON 
18 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1222 TO 1841 


19 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1342 TO 1394 
20 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1484 TO 1531 


SUBJECT: 1. The military leaders did not form a group. 


The military leaders did not participate in the conspiracy 
leading to aggressive war. 


The military leaders did nat have any influence on the 
decisions of the political leaders. 


The military leaders did not participate in any crimes 
under Article 6 of tho Charter and did not indulge in or 
condone criminal methods. 


There was no review of the witness! military career, He 
stated that his last position in tho German Army was General Field 
Marshal and Commander—in-Chief West until March 1945 and that ho is 
now an English prisoner of war. (p. 1332) 


I. Activities Rolating to Article 6 of tho Charter 


1. Whothor military leadors constituted a group 


There was nevor a unified group among the highest military 
loaders for tho purposo of aiding a conspiracy to bring about agsrobsive 
war. With tho possible exception of Japan, the witness did not know of 
any nation where a military clique was an important power., The generals 
wore ordered and thoy obeyed. (p. 1333) 


The witness never attended any meeting of the military loaders 
at which any typo of conspiracy was planned. He was certain that no 
such conforencs ever took place. Whenever the twelve commanding generals 
(two commanding gonerals, a commandor—in-chief, and the commanding 
sonerals of sovon divisions and threo cavalry divisions) met, it was 
only to discuss training questions and not political ideas. Soldior 
officors had no official part in politics and thoy did not moddlo in 
politics. An officer did what ho was told. On any other basis an Army 
and tho country could not oxist. (p. 1334) 


On cross examination the witness was questioned with rospoct 
to tho meeting at Obersalzburg on 22 August 1939 prior to tho attack 
on Poland. He stated that those prosont wore tho various fiold officors 
who were supposed to be in charge of tho Eastorn Campaign; that thoy 
wore thero in more or loss prominont jobs; that any Army group commandor 
that might havo boon designated for tho job would havo boon present or, 
if he wore sick, his deputy would have ropresontod him at tho mootinge 
(pp. 1487, 1488) 


Tho planning concorning tho Polish Campaign had not boon 
worked out by those who attonded tho mooting roferrod to above but 
by Genoral ven Brauchitsch and General von Reichonau. Tho rost of 
thoso who attended rocoivod thoir instructions but only with rospoct 
to sectors in which thoy would bo intorostod. (p. 1488) 


Tho witness was questioned on cross examinatipn with rospoct 
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to tho Barbarossa mocting just prior to the attack on Russia, which 

was the socond conference of the high military leaders. He reiterated 
that again it was a case of briefing of the commanders. Tho Prosecuting 
Attorney expressed amazement theta Gorman Goneral Staff Officer could 
havo descended from his former high position to that of a puppet-likoe 
receivor of orders. The witness answorod that it was the samo in tho 
days of Kaiser, who worked through the Chicf of Staff down to the various 
commanders, whereas Hitler worked through the Suprome Commander of tho 
Army but the witness admitted that the Kaiser novor would have given 
direct orders to the regular Army, which was something that Hitler did 
at & lator time when he personally took over command of the Army. 

(p. 1492) 


The witness stated that Hitler made political statoments evory 
timo that he issued orders to the General Staff but that the genorals 
had no chance to check on tho statements or to scrutinize thom closely. 
These wore just statements of conclusions and no opportunity was givon 
to the gonorale to stato their own opinions. (p. 1493) 


2. Freodom of military commanders from politics 
and nature of allegiance owed to the Leader 
of the State 


Witness stated that it was necessary in order to maintain a 
well disciplined Army and a protected country that generals romain 
freo of politics. On cross examination he tostifiod that he was of 
the opinion that a general is responsible for his doings before God 
and his fatherland. A soldier gave his oath to his country irrespective 
of who was head of the country and irrespective of political reasons. 
He quoted with approval the axiom "right or wrong my country." The 
burden of decision in affairs of state belonged to the leader of the 
Stato and was no part of the general's burden. Thus tho witness had 
no uso for the racial thoory proclaimed by Hitler and his only sub- 
scription to the theory of living spaco was to the extont that Gormany 
should gain back her colonics and the Polish Corridor, but he felt that 
Pa matters were not his professional concern. (pp. 1334, 1380 to 
1382 


Tho witness was asked whether ho agreed with Defendant Schacht 
that sinco Hitler broke his oath to the people when ho attacked Ozocho- 
slovakia that the people owed no duty to keep their allegiance to Hitlor. 
Witness stated that he did not believe Hitler gave any oath in that con- 
nection and he was reminded by tho Prosecutor of tho fact that Hitlor 
swore that ho had no further torritorial aims. Witness answered that 
he was just a soldier and because someone else is a scoundrel, it doos 
not follow that everyone has to be one also. Ho was asked what his 
attitude would bo towards a scoundrol who was his superior and he 
refused to answer the question. (pp. 1382, 1383) 


The witness disagrood with many orders of Hitler, among them 
the order for the Stalingrad Campaign, which he thought was pure insanity, 
but ho folt that ho had to follow Hitler snyway, although it becamo vory 
difficult. (p. 1383) 


Witness was asked how he could with honor, servo a leador under 
whose regime generals like Schleicher wore murdered and military men of 
the high standing of the witnese himself were threatened with attack 
(during the Rochm Putsch of 1934), He was also asked how he could serve 
a regime which dared to check up on his telephone conversations. He 
‘replicd that he still put his faith in von Hindenburg. His attention 
was callod to the senility and inoptitude of von Hindenburg at that 
time, and he expressed tho opinion-thet it was beneath his dignity to 
bother with pigs who indulged in wire tapping. In the very noxt 
sentence ho said that the wire tapping was a precautionary measure 
and that von Hindenburg would have laughed at any complaint made to 
him concerning it and that, anyway, he, the witness, was not afraid 
of such people, (p. 1392) 
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The witness admitted that the cath which he took to Hitler 
difforod from his prior oaths to the Kaiser, to the President of the 
Weimar Republic, Mr. Ever, and to Field Marshal von Hindonburg, in 
that the oath to Hitler was made to Hitler personally. This oath 
promised absolute obedience to tho Leader of the Gorman Reich and 
pooplo, Adolph Hitler. He admitted that by this oath Hitler wantod 
to bind the Army closor to him and he believed that tho reason was 
that Hitler remembered the Rochm Putsch, which had almost removed hin 
from power, and he was looking for a group which would be true to hin 
through thick and thin and that it was well known that the Army was 
true to its oath. (pp. 1484 to 1846) 


3. Organization and growth of the Army 


From 1920 until after Scptomber 1933 there were only two 
commanders-in-chiof in the whole Reichswehr! one in Berlin for the 
Gorman East and one at Kassel for tho German West. The witness was 
Chief in Borlin for six years. (p. 1333) 


In 1938 Hitler was very indignant over the fact that von Fritsch, 

Commander-in-Chief of the Army, had opposed his plan to increase tho 

Army to 36 divisions. Hitler insisted upon this increase and took 

steps to name a new comm&nder-in-chiof. He asked the opinion of the 
witnoss as to possible successes of von Fritsch and the now witness 
expressed disapproval of von Reichenau and approval of von Brauchitsch. 

The witness shared the general impression of the higher officers of 

the German Army that von Reichenau was too much of a Nazi general to 

be qualified for Commander-in-Chief of the Army. (pp. 1342, 1343) 


As late as 1939 tho German Army could not be compared with 
the Army of 1914. Rearmament had taken place at too great a specd and, 
contrary to the advice of the higher leadership group, there were no 
trained reserves. The Army was brought to its high figure by the use 
of raw troops since no trained rosorves were available to fit) 4$ im. 
Thero was insufficient cavalry for »ny operations in the East. Thero 
was a sufficient quantity of ho^vy arms but there was 4 serious shortage 
in oxperienced troops for the operation of tanks. (p. 1343) 


4. Denial that Army Leaders planned for aggressive war 


Tho ^im of Army training in the pre-war period was to produce 
good soldiers in order to cope with internal uprisings and to defend 
the Netion against foreign intervention in German affairs.(p. 1335). 
In line with this aim the Army Training Program was primarily defensive, 
although a certain amount of agzressive training was incorporated so 
that the troops would learn the methods of counter-attack (p. 1340). 


The Chief of the Higher Armed Forces had under him a staff 
of young officers whose duty it was to draw up plans upon the order of 
such political loaders as the Reich President. The individual commanders- 
in-chiof were informed of these campaign plans only insofar as thoy 
concerned their own limited sectors and only efter the plans had been 
approved by the Chief of the entire armed Forces. There was no oppor- 
"unity for protests or for questioning these plans. (p. 1335) 


The high military leaders of Germany, in common with her 
political leaders and with the German people, believed that the Versailles 
Treaty was an unconscionable burden upon the Nation. It was their hope 
to bring about equality for the German people. However, they wished 
to achieve this equality by means of peaceful discussion and not throuzh 
violence. (p. 1337) 


While the Army was determined to resist any aggression against 
Germany, its leaders had vivid recollections of the evils of tho last 
World War and did not want another one. (p. 1338) 





mow 


In 1985 when Hitler declared that ho intended to bring up 
the Gorman Army, the witness was Commander-in-Chioef in Berlin. 
Although he occupied this high position, he was never consulted or 
informed of Hitler's intention to militarize but heard of the measure 
through hearing Hitler's speoch over the radio. At that time the 
Ministry of War was in charze of military policy and tho individual 
commenders received only tho informetion which was absolutely nocossary 
to carry on their work. (pp. 1339, 1340) 


The witness first heard over the radio of the occupation of 
the Rhineland after it wes an accomplished fact. He was then Connandor- 
in-Chief in Berlin. Subsequently he heard of a conference which took 
pl^co in February 1938 at which Hitler was very indignant that von Fritsch, 
Minister of War and Commander of the Army, had opposed the occupation of 
the Rhineland, and had advised their withdrawal beceuse France was 
naking threatening gestures. (p. 1342) 


The witness was Commander-in-Chief of army Group Berlin on 
5 November 1937 when Hitler had a conference with the chiefs of the 
differont armies, at which he exposed his future plans. The witness 
did not attend this meotine and his very zood friend, General von 
Fritsch, never once mentioned it to him. There was no noticeable 
change in Army objectives after this time except that von Fritsch told 
him that, because of tho speed with which rearmament was teking place, 
more emphasis should be placed on the training of the smaller Arny 
groups». The military leaders did not look upon this as an indication 
of preparation for war but rather as a corollary to tho rapid oxpansion 
of the Army. (p. 1345) 


In the conferonces which Hitler held before each campaign, 
at which he informed his generals of his intontions, no opportunity 
wes given to military leaders to nitizato, moderate or change Fitler's 
decisions. They were allowed to nako suggestions only on tactical 
matters. (p. 1345) . 


The witness learned of tho invasion of Austria only after it 
had been accomplished. At tho time of this movement he was away fron 
Berlin on an inspection tour and had boen ordered to give a memorial, 
such as von Brauchitsch's representative, on the twelfth anniversary of 
the founding of the Ivory Cross. He was not sure that he would have 
der of the Austrian affair any oarlier had he stayed in Berlin. 

p. 1347) 


The move into the Sudetenland in 1938 was opposed by General 
von Brauchitsch, the witness, General von Reichenau, Chief of General 
Staff Beck, and other military leaders. Beck wrote a memorandum which 
expressed the opinion of the high military men that the gaining of the 
Sudeten territory was too small a prize for the large risks of war. 
(p. 1348) 


The high military leaders believed Hitler's declaration after 
tho Munich agreement that he would not try to get the rest of Czecho- 
slovakia and they were glad that this affair was settled. (p. 1348) 


Witness romembered that Hitler had once stated that the question 
of the Polish Corridor was largely a mattor of money and was not worth 
war. The witness was first apprised of the danger of war because of tho 
corridor quostion in May 1939 when ho was ordered to Berlin so as to bo 
roady to take command of an Army group in caso of war. (p. 1349) 


The witness was shown Affidavit No. 5, General von Blaskowitz, 
U.S. Exhibit 537, to the effect that three questions absorbed Germany's 
attontion: the Polish Corridor, tho Saar and rural districts, and the 
Memel district. The affidavit also stated that the high goneral officers 
belioved that the question of the Polish Corridor might ono day load to 
war and that 90 percent of the German people shared this opinion. Tho 
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witness roitoratod that the military loaders believed that tho corridor 
quostion could be solved peacefully by monetary settloment. It was 
thoir conviction that tho corridor would have to disappear. Witnoss 
conceded that General von Brauchitsch as Commandor-in-Chief of Moravia, 
with tho corridor at his front door, might have had reason for a moro 
drastic opinion than the other Gorman gonorals. (pp. 1349, 1350) 


At cross oxamination the witness conceded that regaining of 
former German territory had bocome a question of honor for tho Gorman 
military leaders but he emphasized that it was his belief that this 
question could be solved without rocourso to war. Ho believed that 
"the old gentlemen" and the Municipal Mayor of Poland, Mr. Beck, would 
have consented to a policy which relinquished the Polish Corridor to 
Germany. He was asked whether Hitler informed the military loadors 
that Poland could be soized in a singlo oporation and he answored that 
ho did think the Polish war could have been isolated and he know that 
Hitler did not count on interference by the Western powers in this war. 
Zo was asked how ho could have persisted in tho belief that tho Polish 
question could bo settled peacefully in the faco of (1) the military 
increase in tho number of tho Wehrmacht, (2) increasing propaganda 
concerning the Polish Corridor and the Danzig territory, end’ (3) tho 
contradictory statements of Hitlor to the effect that ho had no further 
territorial ambitions. Witness answorod that he bolieved that sufficiont 
pressure would be exerted on Poland by reason of the Russian-Gorman pact 
to induce hor to part with tho disputed territory. (p. 1387) 


Witness was familiar with the fortification work carricd out 
along the Eastern Front in 1938. He was responsible for a soction of 
these fortifications. These were ordered by highor superior military 
officers and the front line generals considered them sensible and neccs- 
sary for defense against the Poles.. (pp. 1350, 1351) 


Even after Hitler's addross to tho military leaders at Berghof 
on 22 August 1939, tho witness did not have an impression that war was 
unavoidable. At the conference itself Foreign Minister von Ribbentrop 
announced that he was about to fly to Moscow to meet Molotov. Impending 
treaty with tho Russians was considered by the gonorals as insurance 
against an attack on Gormany by Poland. When tho generals left this 
conference they folt that there was going to be a repetition of the 
"flower war" in tho Sudotonland. This impression was verified by the 
fact that on the eve of troop concentrations all movements suddonly 
stopped. This too resembled the procedure prior to the invasion of 
the Sudetenland. Therefore, the gencrals concluded that a now peace 
action was afoot. (pp. 1351, 1352) 


The witness received his first official information of tho 
intention to occupy Norway after the occupation had been carried out. 
He believed that this was in execution of Hitler's order that no officor 
should receive more information of any military operation than was 
absolutely necessary. (p. 1352) 


The military loaders, generally speaking, and probably 
including Commandor-in-Chiof of tho Army von Brauchitsch,opposed the 
idea of an offensive war in the West. They believed that they should 
wait until the enemy attacked and that the neutrality of Belgium and 
Holland should not be violated. (p. 1353) 


The witnoss loarned of Hitler's decision to invade Yugoslavia 
end Greece aftor tho invasion had been accomplished. (p. 1354) 


At a conferenco in Berlin in March 1941 Fitler informed tho 
military loaders of his intention to attack Russia. Witness lator 
learned that during the winter of 1940-1941 a precautionary plan had 
been worked out to take effect in the ovent of outbreak of war with 
Russia. The preponderance of opinion among the high military loaders 


in Gormany was against launching an attack on Russia. Tho witness 
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himself had spent four years in Rusia during the First World War and 
knew her power. Hitler, however, informed tho generals that ho had 
learned through the Japanese Military Attache that the Russians were 
arking war-like preparations. Thus this attack was presented by Hitler 
to the commanders as an unavoideabl: preventive war. (p. 1355) 


When the Gorman Army advanced into Russia, there wero somo ~ 
indications that Hitler's statemont that Russia was preparing to attack 
was a correct ono. New airports werc found near the border, many 
armored troop training points wero found near tho border, and a number 
of good roads led through bad torrit ory which woro uncharted on German 
maps. Russian military maps taken fron Russian prisonors of war markod 
out territory far into Silesia. (pp. 1355, 1356) 


On cross examination tho witness exprossed the opinion that the 
attack on Russia, in military terms, was a preventive war which meant that 
Gormany by her attack anticipated an attack which tho Russians would have 
made on her. (p. 1387) 


On cross cxamination the witness admitted that tho march into 
Czechoslovakia in 1939 was a broach of tho Munich agreement and that he 
was of the opinion that this was an act of aggression. He was askod 
whothcr the march into Denmark end Norway was also an aggressive war 
and ho said ho was not sure but ho believed it was a provontivo war but 
that ho was just a Si'plo soldicr and not a lawyer. He believed that 
the entry into Belgium was not en aggression because Bol-cian territory 
had already been violetod by the F-itish and that this was anothor question 
of preventive war. If tho Germrns hed not marched, tho enemy would have 
boon in tho Ruhr. (yp. 1389) 


Witne33 was asked why ho referred to Denmark, Czechoslovakia 
and Poland as "onomy powers" when he referrod to times before tho war, 
and he replied that all of tha countries around Germany were hostile, 
with tho possitlo exception of Switzerland. He stated that during 1933, 
1934, ond 193% tho military lo&dors expected an attack on tho part of 
Czechoslovakia for the regaining of Silesia. Hoe was asked whether in 
fact Germany was attacked by the world or whethor the contrary was truo, 
and ho statod that ono side vas just as guilty as the other. (p. 1390) 


Witness stated thet ho did not participate in any secrot roarm- 
ament prior to the proclamation of military sovereignty but that ho had 
heard about improvements of armamont and perfection of equipmont in tho 
Army but the details of tho rearmament program were kept socrot evon from 
the military. In cross examination witness stated that the short torn 
training program in which the Army participated could not be called 
roarnamont, He donied any participation in or knowledge of ‘inspections 
of police regiments which were simply disguised soldiers. (p. 1391) 


5. Attitude of high military loadors towards Nazi 


Some of the older military leaders were indifferent towards 
the Nazi Party and some were against the race tactics and demonstrations 
used by the Party. The witness did not believe that a single high military 
leader prior to tho year 1932 was a National Socialist. Von Blomberg, 
who was the first of the high gencrals to become a Party member, made 
this step under pressure. The military commandors were angered by the 
action of the Party in involving the Infantry School in Munich in 
political denonstrations during the National Socialist Putsch of 1932 
and in causing the Bavarian Division to desert the policy of military 
detechment from politics and to meke threatening gestures against 
von Soocht's troops. (p. 1336) 


The generals approved of tho policy of national unity but 
realized that this objective was also sought by parties other than tho 
National Socialist Party. (p. 1336) 
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The generals bolioved that most of tho National Socialist 
ideas which wore good wore ideas carried over from tho old Prussian 
times. In addition, tho Nazi Party introduced a few new ideas which 
were for the benefit of the people. Thero was general disapproval 
among tho military leaders of tho Nazi policy on the Jowish question, 
the pur question and other totalitarian objectives. (pp. 1336, 
1337 


Whon Adolph Hitler, as loader of the strongest party within 
Gormany and as the person who had received the most votes, became head 
of tho State, it bocamo the duty of tho Army leaders to execute thoir 
legal orders. To do othorwise would have beon treason. In addition 
to that, the Army had no power to oppose Hitler's ascendancy as Ohiof 
of the State because the Party could easily have broken any Army opposi- 
tion by tying up transportation. (p. 1339) 


6. Violation of the rules of war 


The high commanders of the German Army were determined to 
fissht the war in strict adherence to tho accepted rules of war. Thoy 
wore very much surprised at Hitler's instruction, prosented to thom at 
a conference in May or June 1941, prior to the Russian Campaign, that 
the Commissars were not to be accorded prisoner-of-war troatmont in case 
of capture. The generals at first supposed that Fitler would not zivo 
any orders of this kind without havinz been informed of international 
rights. Tho military leaders protested the Commissar order to von Brau- 
chitsch 2nd tho latter told thom that he would do his bost to have this 
order rescinded. Thore was s determination which carried throuzh all 
groups of military mon not to carry out this order. In a short tino 
von 3reuchitsch issued a strons order requiring the waging of war 
according to intornatimal rights and tho high commanders considered this 
a quiet repudiation of the Commissar order. To the best of witness! 
knowledge the war in the Bast, although very intense, was fought accord- 
ing to the rules of war. (pp. 1356, 1357) 


Hitler left the conference room as soon as he had made the 
speech in which ho issued instructions for the execution of Commissars, 
end therc was no opportunity for the military leaders to protest to hin 
in person. The witness learned that Field Marshal von Kluge mado a most 
emphatic protest concerning this order. (yp. 1357) 


On cross examination the witness was shown a document containing 
testimony of prisoners of war given to the Red Cross in which German offi- 
cers stated that before the outbreak of war they received instructions 
concerning the treatment and extermination of Soviet Commissars, treatment 
of Soviet prisoners of war and also that these German officers had then- 
selvos seen instances of such maltreatment. The witness would not comment 
on that document other than to say that ho, as commander of an Army groups 
did. not receive any instructions that Soviet Commissars were to bo 
executed. (p. 1509) 


The witness was a firm believer in the treatment of captured 
enemy soldiers according to the orders of the Geneva Convention. He 
had always instructed recruits to strictly adhere to the Genova rulos 
with respect to treatment of prisoners, rezarding tho Red Cross and 
treatment of enemy wounded. (p. 1358) 


Wherever tho witness commanded there were good relations 
between the population of the occupied territory and his Army. Any 


Bur M on the part of his troops wae punished severely. (pp. 1358, 
1359 


The witness could not remember any case in which German troops 
carried out reprisals against activities by the enemey which were not in 
accord with international rights and rules. (p. 1360) 
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The Army groups had nothing to do with the prisoner-of-war 
systom.e The Army had to send any prisonors that were captured in their 
arcas to the rear areas; hence they wero transported to prisoner-of-war 
camps. Many prisoners of war dio- during the winter of 1941. There 
woro "kettle battles" (oncirclenent movements) in which many prisonors 
were taken and in which the captured ‘troops often wore exhausted and 
almost out of food. Railrcad conditions were poor. Shelter fron tho 
cold was not procurable, there was not enough food, and it was not 
possible to find shelter for all the prisoners fron the severo weathor. 
(pp. 1363, 1364) 


In the early advance of the German Army into Russia very little 
evidence of a scorched earth policy could be noticed. It was not until 
tho Germans reached the industrial sector of the Dnieper that the Russian 
method of long delayed fused dynamiting became increasingly apparent. 
There were comparatively few demolitions at stations and railwayse 
(pp. 1364, 1365) 


Tho witness denied the charge on page 13 of the German toxt 
of tho Molotov note of 27 April 1942 that ho (the witness) had ordered 
Russian prisoners of wer to clear mines for the German troops. This 
ordor emanated fron an Army commander and he who was then Army eroup 
commander could not havo issued this order. (pp. 1365, 1366, 1503) 


Witness disacrred with tho statement of Rhode in Affidavit 18 
U.S. 563 to the effect that concerted opposition by all field marshals 
against the methods of warfare which were used would have resulted in 
The witness stated that such opposition would heve given 


ser order. (p. 1366) 


The military commander 9t Paris wes responsible for matters 
of peace and order during the German occupation of France. After the 
occupation of hitherto unoccupied France all of the military commanders, 
bosiüos Petain's offico,vero also held responsible. This military 
cominnder at Paris corricd out his work with tho police force of the 
SD and received his orders by means of the channel of the OKW. The 
witness had no authority to issue instructions to this military commender. 
When in the winter of 1943 and 1944 the resistance movement became more 
intense, Hitler also used the Conmender-in-Chief West to maintain peace 
and ordor. (pp. 1367, 1368) 


Hitler accused the military leaders in France of too much 
indulgence to the Petain Government and of unenergetic methods of sup- 
pressing the resistance movement. Hitler threateneca to replace them 
with SS troops under the leadership of 2n SS commander. (p. 1368) 


For » long while tho witness accepted tho losses of his troops 
due to activities of the resistance movement without reprisal. Ho made 
frequent appeals to Petain to warn his people against participating in 
resistance activities. Finally it bocame necessary to tako action 
against the resistance movements. The witness remembered an order from 
Hitler which required that very severe measures should be taken by mombers 
. azainst this rosistance movemont but ho did not remember the exact con~ 
tents of tho order. (p. 1370) 


In suppression activities against the resistance no planes and 
very few tenks were used. Artillery was seldom used and the German 
troops never bombarded a whole locality but confined their actions to 
& particular house from which the shooting was being carried on. (p. 1371) 


The witness remembered a broadcast by Eisenhower in which was 


stated that members of the French resistance movement should be treatod 
as regular troops. Witness transmitted this contention to the Fuohrer 
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for decision and received a negative decision. He never heard of this 
attitudc being relaxed. Fowever, he did know that the French who had 
fought in southern France and advanced towards Alsace-Lorraine were 
rocoznizoi as having boon legally recruited. The witness learned through 
tho channols of tho Vichy Government that parts of the Second SS Division 
in Oradour hed set fire to a church in which women and children had taken 
rofuzo. This division was on the march from the southern part of France 
tc tho Normandy front at that time and had carried on a running warfare 
with rosistance troops. Witness had roquested this unit in Normandy 
through the OKW and it was only subordinate to him as far as battle 
action at the front was concerned. With respect to disciplinary 

moasures ho was as poworless in respect to this division as he was 
towards units of the Air Force. Witness reported the Oradour affair 

to the OKW and told tho Commandinz General, under whose command tho 

SS Corps was, to investigate the affair. Fis successor, Field Marshal 
Kluzo, again asked for information in this matter but witness did not 
know what the results wore. (pp. 1372, 1373) 


On cross examination the witness was questioned with respect 
to the chain of command of the SS troops which were implicated in tho 
Orazour incident. He admitted that the order under which this outfit 
ws marching in a northernly direction towards Normandy had emanated 
from him from Blaskowitz to Brodowski. (p. 1526) 


Witness romombered in zeneral instructions issuod in March 
or April 1944 by the OKW on the order of Hitler concerning the conbat- 
tin? of partisan units. His attention was called to lansuaze in this 
order requiring the fighting and destruction of partisans "with all 
means". The witness testified that this harshness was necessary and 
could not be avoided. (pp. 1526, 1527) 


Witness admitted that frequent incidents marred the retro^t 
of the German Army from Belgium to France, which were regrettable and 
which, like the destruction of Oradour, were absolutely contrary to 
fee laws of war. He, howover, was no longer in active duty at that time. 
p. 1527) 


The witness was shown Exhibit P 156 U.S.A. 41, a bulletin 
entitled "The Battle of the Navy against Versailles from the years 
1919 to 1935". He did not know of this booklet but he was thon questioned 
with respect to certain excerpts in it. (pp. 1529 to 1531) 


Witness knew of the "commando order" issued by Hitler on 
18 October 1942. It was his opinion that commandos who behaved properly 
wore fichtinz troops and he sabotaged this order of Hitler just as he 
did the Commissar order. In addition, it wes disregarded by tho SD. 
Ho knew of no cases in which this "commando order" was applied. 
(p. 1374) 


The generals in France rofused to engace in the labor rocruit- 
nont prozram. They used as an excuso that they did not havo sufficient 
troops for this. Actually they did not desire to add to the intonsity 
of the underground movement by slave labor recruiting activitics. 

(p. 1374) 


Witness at all times attempted to maintain free relations with 
tho Fronch civil population. He cooperated with Ficld Marshal Petain and 
all in his power to alleviate the conditions of the French people» 

p. 1375) 


When the witness heard of the shooting of 100 American soldiors 
at Malmedy he immediately ordered a detailed report from General Model. 
The statement of witness von Deressen that the order for this execution 
must have come from higher up is completely false. Actually it was 
ordered that as many prisoners as possible should be taken in order to 
create favorable propaganda at homo. (ppe 1376, 1377) 
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The hizh military leaders did not engage in a concerted effort 
to prolong a hopeless war. The peoplo and the military leaders believed 
that Germany was fighting for its oxistence. The generals had to hold 
out to the last in fulfilment of their soldiers’ oaths. Any attempts 
to remove Hitler would have beon considered as treason with tho rank 
and filo of tho Army and, after tho Yalta, would not have procured for 
Germany any bettor peace terms than complete surrender. It was for this 
reason that the witness condemned the attempt to assassinate Hitler on 
20 July 1944. On cross examination he emphasized the fact that if there 
had been a possibility at the time of the incident of July 20 to end the 
war he would not have condemned this putsch. However, under the circum- 
stances the success of that attack on Hitler would have caused chaose 
It was for this reason that the witness came out of retirement endo 
sat in judgment of the defendants. (pp. 1377, 1383, 1384) 


General Rommel and the witness attempted to persuade Hitler 
to end the war about three wecks after the invasion of Normandy. They 
made it clear to the Fuehrer that the invasion was a success and the 
enemy attack could not be stemmed. Toward the end of June another such 
report was made to the Fuehrer at Oborsalzburg. Shortly thereafter the 
witnoss was relicved of his command for,ostensibly, considoration of his 
health. (p. 1378) 


On cross examination tho witness was questioned with respect 
to tho commando orders (498 PS and 193 PS) and he repeated that the 
generals quietly sabotaged these orders and that to his knowledgo no 
ono was handed to the SD under these orders. He had tho cooperation 
of the SD in France in this matter. Shortly before the invasion the 
witness requested a rescission of this order and recoivod a communication 
which sot forth certain lines, in back of which enemy troops were to be 
considered commando troops and in front of which they were to be treated 
as fighting troops. Ho was questioned as to how he reconciled this sabo- 
tage of the commando order with the oath he took to Hitler pledging him 
to unquestioning obedience. He admitted that, taken in a very strict 
technical sense, his action constituted disobedience. He was asked 
whether he reported that he was carrying out this order when in fact 
he was not and he answered that he didn't report anything about it. 

His attention was called to paragraph 4 of Document U.S. 551, which 
called for daily reports from the Commander—in-Chief West on this 
subject and he said that this was not his concern but the concern of his 
staff. He was then shown Documont 531, from his headquarters, in which 
it was reported that the commando groups had received the treatments 
ordered for them. His answer to this was thet certain things may have 
happened here end there but, on the whole, the order was sabotage. He 
wes sure that no more than two or three cases took place. (p. 1499) 


On cross examination tho attontion of the witness was called 
to paze 5 of the testimony of General Kurt von Ovstorroich USSR 151, 
relating to the inhumane treatment of Soviet prisoners of war. Ho 
replied that this documont treated of a time after he retired on 
December 1, 1941 and he, of his own knowledge, did not know how 
prisoners were treated at that time. Ho conceded that if the events 
depicted by Ovstorreich were true they were contrary to the rules for 
war. (pp. 1507, 1508) 


II. Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 


From the time of Stalingrad on, there was no opportunity for 
& high military loader to ask for dismissal. In 1941 a "fuchrer order" 
had been issued which said that a hich commander, like a common soldier, 
could not way "I am not continuinz." In 1941 the witness had gotten into 
an argument with the OKW, which was really Hitler, regarding a planned 
withdrawal of tanks in the area of Rostov. As a result of this difforenco, 
witness requested his removal and received word that another commander- 
in-chiof would arrive to take his place. Hitler later regretted his 
decision and in March 1943 the witness became Commander-in-Chief West. 
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At tho time of this rosicnetion Germany was not yet in danger and witnoss 
asserted that had she been in peril ho would ast hav» takon afy..st@ps to 
resign. <Any resicnation azainst tho will of Fitler would have been 
impossible and would have been considered 4 rovolt. Disastrous conse- 
uences r tho family of tho general involved would have followed, 
p. 1379 


III. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


The witness did not have detailed information concerning tho 
duties and activities of the SD Einsatz Groups in the East. These were 
in the rear areas and came under tho command of Staff Rosenberg. He did 
recall that there was an execution scheduled to take place near his 
headquarters at one time and he remembered prohibiting any of his soldiers 
from watching such a thing. He heard that this execution was carriod out 
by the SS. (pp. 1359, 1360) 


The witness denied a statement in Document U.S. 560, Affidavit 
No. 16, by General Roettiger, to the effect that duties of tho Binsatz 
Commends were carried out with approval of tho urmy's highest leadership. 
He did hear stories of incidents w' ich were supposed to have happened 
not durine the campaign of Poland but during the Military Government of 
that country. He denied a statement in Affidavit No. 18, U.S. 563 by 
SS Loader Rhodo that tho SD Einsatz Groups were in the Army groups and 
were under direct command of the Army zroup commanders, both tactically 
and every other way. The witness said that these sroups were all under 
the orders of Himmler. (pp. 1360, 1361) 


The witness contradicted Ohlendorf's statement before the 
Tribunal that Hitler had informed tho various commanders-in-chicf, 
in his conference before the Russian Campaign, of a proposed liquidation 
of tho Jews. The witness also denied any knowledze of the agreement 
referred to by Witness Schellenberg between Heydrich anà. the General 
Quartermaster under which the Army groups were supposed to have boon 
informed of the duties and activitios of the SD Dinsatz Groups. Witnoss 
stressod his opinion that the entire Jewish operation was under the 
cover of a socret order. (pp. 1361, 1362) 


Witness never hoard of an order according to which thirty 
million Slavs were supposed to be oxterminated. (p. 1362) 


Witness denied any knowledge of tho activities of tho Gostapo 

within the concentration camps. He only learned of these matters after 

the capitulation. During the war ho knew of only two concentration 

camps: Oranienburg, which was kept as a show place for tho benefit of 
visiting foreign diplomats, and Dachau, which was not known as a camp 
but as a concert camp for the incarceration of those who had made unwise 
statements. The extent to which the true nature of Dachau was known was also 
shown by tho fact that Generals Halder and Falkenhausen were assigned 

EU 22] a year and had not the slightest iden of what was going on. 

p. 1362 


Witness knew nothing concerning the truth of Gonor'l Ovstorroich!s 
statement that Soviet prisoners of war were marked with a certain mark. 
He saw no directivo to this effect, nor did ho soo a directive ordering 
that Soviet prisoners of war were to be fed less than other prisoners of 
war. The witness knew nothing of a directive from tho OKW, under which 
all citios vacatod by the German Army in retreat were to bo dostroyod, 
Whilo ho was thoro during the winter of 194] and 1942, it would havo 
been insane to destroy homes which were needed for shelter for Gorman 
troops. The attention of the witness wes called to General Keitol's 
testimony that he wont to Hitler and advised him not to start a war 
ageinst Russia. He was asked whether ho believoà that a man in tho 
high nilitary position of Koitel would have given this advice to 
Hitlor if he had any information that Russia was about to attack 
Germany. The witness stated that Hitler had probably decided not to 
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uso Keitel’s advice but to order this preventive attack on Russia any how. 
The witness said that an aggressive campaign existed only where there was 
an attack upon a country that was not armod sand that was living in peace. 
In the case of two nations which are armed and prepared for war, it is a 
question of whether it is a proventive war by one side or tho other. He 
was asked whether the fact of an agreement of an anti-^ggrossion pact 
between two countries had any bearing on this question of aggression or 
prevention and he answorod that if a country bears arms and propares 
itself for an attack on his country, then the agreement had already boen 
broken by it. Askod whether he had any information which led him to 
believe that Russia had broken her pact with Germany, he said that ho 
relied on the word of Hitler that Russia was preparing to attack Gormany. 
(pp. 1518, 1519) 


Summarized by: 


J. S. CONWAY 
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VITNESS SS TAKEN BEFORE 
L————M—— n e 10h DLIPUIS 


D 


COMMISSION ON 


29 JUNE 1946 — TRANSCRIPT PAGES 2143-2155 


SUBJECT: Participation in the v affen S3:- 


cneentration camps 
Concerning the satzgruppen of tho Security police 
the SD 
Concerning partisan activities 
on the responsibility of the SS and activities of the 
so-called "nominelicn" SS members 


The witness servec in l-^ of the SS Moin Les¢ership Office ~ne since 
Lugust 1942 acted as chief of the leacership group o c Kommenceure 
office or lending office of the Teffen SS. He hele the ronk of Colonel in 
the Waffen SS. 


L. ietivities Reletins tc Article 6 of the Charter 
ALZ V Ures ne. obing vc rrticie O oi the Charter 


Je Concentration Camps 


1 


The witness tostifico that the SS Moin Lencership Office ci? not give 
any orcers to commence vosts or to the gunr ing battalions of concentration 
camps vith reference to the treatment, relense, or killing of prisoners, 
onc vith reference to the conditions existing in the camps. Although this 
Office kept personnel records concerning offices located in the front unite 
of the SS en offices which verc in training nne in replacement units, it 
kept no personnel records concerning commend post personnel of concentra- 
tion comps and exerted no influence over the men therse. The guer wits 
of the concentration camps vere the uniforms of the vaffen SS but were only 
m^ce part of the SS ns «n external measure to obtain unifornity. On cross- 
examination, the witness cdmitter having visitec the concentration enmp 
Orenicnburg in 1941 but stated thet he kn v nothing shout the extermination 
of the Jews until ^fter the expitulrtion. 


2. The Responsibility of the SS nr the Activities of the 


Higher SS end police lesfers necdec military rank tc perform Cuties, 
since some srmy personnel were assigned. to nic then. Himmler therefore 
gave them = ronk i the “affen SS. He iso cic this for the purpose of 
getting around the UK regulntion, that is, by giving them a rank in tnc SS, 
persons coulc be consiccrer) essentinl nne coulc not then be use? for cuty 
at the front. The duties of these men were not the Cuties of the "nffen SS 
"nd therefore the Sc Moin Lescership Office hrd no jurisciction over them, 
Therefore, although some higher SS and police lencers held the title of 
Genernl in tho affen SS, this title e^rricó no thority with it to 
exercise command over SS units. Schellenberg ond Kaltenbrunner received 
milit^ry ranks in the ^ffen SS on the rbove basis. 


On eross-exaninastion, the witness testified thet the sg Totenkopf 
was ^n incepencent unit and e-me uncer the commend of the SS Mein Lendershin 
Office only at the time that its members become members of the Weffen 





3. Evidence Concerning Finsatzgruppen of the Security 
Police of the SD 


Although the SS M^in Lencership Office had en insight into the front 
enc replacement units of the Waffen SS, it cic not have any knowledge of 
the organization of the Reich Security Office, onc the witness dic not know 
whether there were any Einsatzgruppen of the Security Police of the SD in 
Russin anc what their activities were, He lenrnt in 1943 thet in 1941, 
three or four SS companies hod been detached snd mace into guard units for 
certain police staffs. The witness stated that if sny companies of the 
Waffen SS were ever attached to these Einsatzgruppen, it could only have been 
these. The Main Lendership Office of the SS wns never informed of the 
activities of these companies, 


On eross-exemination, the witness denied thet the Yoffen SS ws ever 
used for hanging nnd shooting, people in occupied countries. He stoted 
thet Mojor-Generel Obergruppenfuehrer Juettner wrs his chief in the SS Main 
Lendership Office and a letter of Juettner's dated 14 October 1941, addressed 
to the Reichsfuchrer SS ond bering the hending "Intermediate report on the 
civilian state of omergency", wes rend to the witness (document 1942-P5 - 
USA_471) :- 


"I deliver the following report regording the commitment of the 
Unffon SS in the Protector^te Bohemin nd Moravia during the civilian 
state of emergency: 


'In the mutu^l changes, all Battalions of the "affen SS in the 
proteetorete Bohemian md Morovia will be brought forth for shoot- 
ings, nnd rcletively for the supervision at hangings. 


Up until now there occurred: 


99 shootings) 


X SDOUDUT in Prague 
21 hangings_) € 

54 shootings) in Brad" 
17 hangings ) i 


TOTAL - 191 executions (inclucing 16 Jers 


A complete report regarding other measures and on the concuct of 
the officers, non-coms and men vill be nnde following the termina- 
tion of the civilirn state of emergency!" . 


The witness statec thet he knew nothing of this report, th-t the matters 
Ceseribed in the report occurred before he enterec the SS Main Lendership 
Office, nand that no such occasions or reports ever came to his attention 
while he vas there. 


On cross-exnminnstion, the witness stated thrt he knew nothing about 
the Einsrtzgruppen during the war, end that he knew nothing sbout the 
activities of Action Group À. 

he Dutv of Obecience to SS 

The witness hoc heard thet a meeting of higher members of the SS took 
place in Posen in 1943 but s^id he knew nothing of the speech which Himmler 
mace on this occasion. fn excerpt from the speech - 1919-PS ( SAI70) p. 6 - 
wes rend to the vitness:- 


"T vould like here to state. something clearly and unequivocally: 
It is n matter of course that the little mon must obey. It is even 
more a m^tter of course that cll the senior lenders of the SS, thet is, 
the whole corps of Gruppenfuchrer, are a mocel of blind obecience", 
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Witness stated that he was never required to render blind obedbnceo to thc 
SS. Hc cic not consider his duty of obedience to be eny greater thon thot 
of «ny soldier. The witness admitted thet Himmler was probably "one of the 
greatest murderers of nll time", However, he stated thet he did not know 
anything about the prrticipntion of the Waffen SS in these ^ctivitioes, and 
that if they were involvec ^t ell, only 2 smell pert participntec and tho 
organization coul not be blamed, 


Voffen SS Participation in Partisan Warfare 


As 5 rule higher SS anc police leacers did not have the right to use 
units of the Ynffen SS for replacement purposes. The comman’ posts or 
comman troops of an army coul¢c transfer certain units of the "nffen SS 
uncer their jurisciction to the person in cherge. of anti-peartisan actions. 
If a higher SS anc police lender declared a sector as a partisan aree, he 
could request the use of replacements of affen SS units in the orco for a 
short time. Such requests were mice through the SS Main Leedership Office. 
If the request was refused, the ultimate decision rested with Himmler, and 
in certain instences, Himmler did approve such use of these units. 
However, the SS Main Leadership Office never handed over troops to 
commanders of ^nti-p^rtissn sectors: for any length of time. 


The army wos ln complete eómnanaó of the “affen SS units vhich had been 
mace avnilsble to them. The respective army Ha. could orcer the SS to mti- 
partisan warfare without the consent of the Taffen SS or Himmler. 

However, this selcom happened rs the army preferred using these units at the 
front. 


Summarized by: D.M. HUNT 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF 
SCHELLENBERG 
WITNESS FOR THE HIGH COMMAND TAKEN BEFORE 


A _COMM™ “SION ON 


-- 


25 JULY 1946 


SUBJECT; The witness was examined with respect to the subject matter of 


Affidavit # 12 (USA 557,. 


The witness testified thst h- had drafted the affidavit in question. 
At the time he swore to this affidavit he wos not informed of its purpose. 
The first dreft hac been correcte? prior to signature. With respect to the 
folloring sentence in the affidevil - "According to my order, I should see 
to it that the responsible services of the army were held to help in all 
activities of the so-called Einsatzgruppen enc Einsatzcommandocs of the Sipo 
and SD" - the witness was askod whet he meant by the phrase "in all 
activities". He gave the responsive but generally related explenation 
thot it was intended to keep the rear area behind the combat troops free 
uncer any circumstances. When pressed for s more satisfactory onswcr by 
both the Commissioner and defense counsel, the witness explained that the 
Fuehrer Order was intended to keep free the rear of the combat troops and 
also to give an opportunity for the Sipo and SD to fight on the battle front. 


The witness testified that in his conversetions with General Quarter- 
master Wagner, who wes representative of the OKH, he was continuslly 
interested in reconciling Hitler's order to keep the rear sreas free, vith 
Heycrich's pl^n to use these civil orgsnizations on the battle front. 

"ngner was suspicious that sn assignment of the Sipo end SD to combat troops 
would ontril jurisdictional and disciplinary difficulties, and he also 
believed thet Heydrich might use such a situation to build his own nruy 
among the combet troops. 


The witness dic not rend the Fuehrer's order himself but was informed 
by Tagner thet it wes the Fuehrer's wish that the Sipo end SD should operate 
within the field army as well as maintain their supply lines by mesns of the 
army » 


The witness was next question:c with respect to a statement contained 
on page 2 of his affidavit, to wiv: "The tactical and functional nsuthority 
nnd responsibility of front-line hendquarters of the field arny over the 
Combat Commandos found no limitesti in the agrecment »nd therefore needed 
no further clarification", The witness was asked what he meant by the 
phrase "tactical and functional authority". He answered that by these words 
he meant the unlimitec authority of the front-line commander. 

The witness realized thet from Warner's point of view the vesting of this 
type of authority over the SD grovps in the military was a condition 
precedent to any agreement. In hi: deslings with Wagner, the witness 
conducted himself accordingly, ond when Wagner came to discuss the matter 
with Heycrich, ho immediately ealled the lattcr!s attention, ^s en old navy 
officer, to the fact that there could not be two masters at the front. 


Reference was next made to the part of the witness! affidavit which 
rend; "The ogreement made it clerx that the administrative subordination 
embraced not only disciplinary subordinetion but also the obligation for rear 
hendquarters of the field army to support the Combat Groups snc Combat 
Commandos in matters of supply (gosolino, rations, ete.) as well as in the 
use of the communications netrork". The witness was asked if he h^d ever 
heard of a cense in which a superior military officer used this disciplinary 
power against the Sipo or the SD. The witness asnwered that he referred 
only to the contents of the agrece.unt anc not to events which took place rt 
a later time. 
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Witness was asked whether reports on the Commando Groups were 
submitted to army Hq., as was to be expected if these Groups were really 
subordinate to the army. He answered that such a report had been shown to 
him by the prosecution during interrogation, snd on the basis of this he 
took the personal decision that such reports were sent to ermy uc. 
He secopted the reports which were shorm him by the Prosecution as genuine 
copies of the originals which were sent to the army, on the basis of his 
knowledge of the general form in which reports were drafted within the RSHA. 


Witness was questioned regarding his statement that just ss he left 
he heard the remark that Wagner ond Heydrich wished to discuss in complete 
privacy the Fuchrer!s commend. Hu testified that he gathered this impressior 
from words vhich vere spoken et that time, but that he could not repeat the 
exact conversation. He retired from the room and was callec back half an 
hour later just to say "Goodbye". 


Witness was next questioned with respect to the following statement on 
page 3 of his affidavit:  "Thereforc, I must express today my firm convictioi 
that during the secret oral discusion between Wagner anc Heydrich the 
extensive future activity of the Combat Groups end Combat Commandos with the 
combat element of the ficld army vas obviously discussed and delineated so 
ns to include even planned mass cxceutions". He testificd that he cid not 
have this impression during or immediately after the discussion becnuse he 
was so busy with the formulation «° the agreement that he did not think of 
its consequences. His stated conolusion wes influenced by ^ report of 
Oberfuchrer Stahlecker cated 1941 :hich was shorn to him at the time of his 
interrogntion in 1945. Since the date of his sffidevit, the witness had 
had discussions with other witnesses for thc Sipo ond SD, from whose stories 
he hed become even morc convinced shat that which he stated in his affidavit 
^$ 2 presumption vas the actual fact. Prior to the time of his affidavit, 
he had no opportunity to consult with other witnesses because he ves in a 
single cell. 


The witness stated that he hed seen tro reports from the Combat Groups. 


One wns Operational snc Situntionel Report # 6 , anc the other was ^ 
comprehensive report of a Combat Group. Witness admitbed that he had not 
stoted in his affidavit that such reports vere sent to army Hc. He based 
this opinion on the pert of the reports which praised the troop for its good 
cooperation with General Hoeppner. 


The witness wes questioned recording his statement th^t "the Oberbefehl: 
haber of the ermy groups and armies vhich were to take part in the Russian 
camprign were accurately informed through the normal OKH channels of 
conmunicstions bout the extensive future mission of thc Combat Groups end 
Combat Commandos of the Sipo snd SD ss including planned mass executions of 
Jews..." The witness cid not know of any alleged orcer to Combat Groups 
from higher Hq. in which they wer directed not to discuss any of their 
actions with the army. He arrivo: at the stated conclusion partly by ressort 
of his experiences during conferences in May 1941 and partly by reason of 
having been shown weekly reports of the Finsetz units at the time of his 
interrogation in 1945. 


The vitness testified that h. himself was not prescnt at the meeting 
attended by the officers of 1-C, rt which there was any discussion of mass 
executions. However, he pointed >it that there wes; one part of this 
meeting vhich denlt with genernl matters ond that he only attended the part 
Cenling with operations. Witness was asked on what grounds he drew the 
conclusion thet regular army nnd crmy group officers receivec information 
with regard to constant mess exterminotions through reguler srmy channels. 
He answered th^t he based his opinion on the tone of the discussion st the 
time, thc use of members of the SP and gipo in the fighting zones, sn upon 
actual occurrences, The defense attorney steted to the witness that this 
was not specific proof, ond the witness replied thet the almost logical 
sequence of the occurrences wos sufficient proof for him. 
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The witness based his statement that General Wagner had cslled the 1-C 
officers from the various commands into conference, on Wagner's specific 
remark at the outset of the meeting - "officers I colled you together", ond 
also on the fact thet Wagner lcd the discussion at this meeting. 

The witness cid not know whether the calling of these meetings by 

General Wegner wes outsile of the “icld of his activities, or on just what 
authority he erllec the meetings. The witness attended one session of thes 
confero»cos ot which no mention wes mace of tho substence of the vgreement 
between Wagner ond Heydrich, Nevortheless, he concluded thet this matter 
was discussed in subsequent meetings which he cid not attend. He stated 
thet this was his strong convieticr, besed on matters which ciè acturlly 
occur. 


The witness was shown an aff! vovit by Brigecier General Kleikemp, n. l-C 
officer of army group south who had attended the meeting in junc 1941, ond 
who strted thet the 1-C officers wrre not informed of any proposed “ss 
executions in Russis. Me witness answered that if vleikamp stten a’ the 
samc meeting which he sttended, Kleikamp's statement that mass executions wei 
not discussed was ouite true and agreed with witness! orm statement. 
However, witness emphasized that ho specific^lly remembered that the militar; 
usc of the Sipo and the sD as a security for the soecellcd Rollbehnen (supply 
roads leading to the front) wes discusscc. The witness mace the point that 
in this respect the sworn affidavit of General Kleikamp wes not quite 
complete and hc chose to achere to his prior statec opinion that at later 
meetings the agreement between Wagner ond Heydrich wos explaince to the l-C 
officers. 


On re-direct examinetion by tle prosecuting attorney, the witness 
emphasized the fact that he was particulorly well qualified to judge the 
nuthenticity of the Einsatzgruppen reports which he wos shown Curing interro- 
gation, by reason of his long experience (since 1935) in the SD and in 
administration, He also believe? that this experience enoblcc him to crew 
the conelusions which he hed made, even though he had not fully 
nnrticipate in the various confercces. 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF FRANZ SCHLEGELBERGER 
WITNESS FOR THE REICHS CABINET 


TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION ON 
29 JULY 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 
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Reichs Cabinet—especially with regard to Administration 
of Justice. 


In 1931 witness held position of State Secretary in the Ministry 
of Justice. Fə held the same position in the Papen Cabinet and the 
Hitler Cabinet, remaining with the latter until August 1942. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Chartor 
l. Steps towards Concentration of Power 


The so-called Angleinchungs Gazottes issued in 1933 gave the 
Government power to issuo new laws and modify tho Constitution. (This 
was described by tho witness &s tho basis for concontration of powor in 
Hitler.) Tho next step was to prohibit all parties, except tho National 
Socialist Party. In 1954, offices of Reichs Chancellory and Reich 
President were merged—this law wes approved by a plebiscite. In 1936, 
the four-year plan was conceived. In 1938, a general plan for a pleni- 
potontiary for public economy was adopted and in 1939 a general plan 
for a plonipotentiary for the administration in tho High Command of the 
Armed Forces took place. With the outbreak of war all forces became 
moro and more concentrated. Councils and ministers for tho dofonso of 
the Reich were appointed and in these councils only a few ministors 
participated. As early as 1937 and 1938 tho Fitlor Government had 
become "clear tyranny", according to the witness. By virtue of 4 
Roichstag decree of 26 April 1942, all capacities of the Fuehrer wore 
coordinated. 


2. Evidence relating to Reich Cabinet 


In 1933 the Hitler Government was formed. Reich Minister of 
Justice Guertner had been in tho Papen Cabinet and Hitler asked him to 
remain in office. 


Witness had refused to join the Party in 1933 but in 1938 he 
received a lotter from the Fuchrer ordering his adherence to the Party. 
Witness, who was State Secretary of Ministry of Justice, left the cabinet 
in August 1942 because of the fact that the independent position which 
proviously had been held by judges was abolished. Hitler had boliovod 
that a sentence in a particular case was too lenient. Therefore, on 
et April ho asked the Reichstag to give him the power to remove judges 
from office, without any rights to a pension. 


In 1933 the witness only participated in ono cabinet mocting 
and on this occasion ho was asked by Hitler whothor it was possible to 
impose the death sentenco or a sovcro imprisonment sentence for abusing 
tho SA uniform. He replied that no such law existed and Fitlor violontly 
roprimanded him. Later, however, ho shook hands with the witness and told 
him that he was right. 


In the beginning ministors negotiated and expressed opinions 
in regard to the drafting of now laws as far as witness knew. Lator, 
howovor, (from 1934 on) Hitler preferred to talk to several ministors 
rather than the whole cabinet. He had adopted the principle that no 
one must know or learn more than necessary for carrying out hies. tasks. 
The Last cabinet meeting in which matters were discussed took place in 


1937. In 1938 there were no more cabinet meetings wherein Hitler was 
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informod of ovonts. From 1937 on, ^11 draft laws had to bo scttlod by 
tho Urlaufsvorfahrean,  "itlor did not inform his ministers boforo naking 
an important political decision. For example, the Minister of Justice 
loarned about the Nurnberg decree only after it had been issued and only 


learned of the invasion of Austria and the commencement of war aftor both 
had occurred. 


On cross examination witness stated that there was somo coopera 
tion between ministers who were involved in a specific case. Legislation 
was brought about by "circulation"—that is, by circulating drafts among 
cabinet norbors. The*ministers learned of the law by circulars but the 
documents wore only signed by the men who had participated thoroin and 
others wore only informed about it. 


Tho witness tostificd t. »t when a minister submitted his 
application for resignation it was violently refused by Titlor. 
Eowever, on cross exanination ho : inittod that tho resignation of 
DLl1tz von Ruobenach had been accep’ 1. 


3. Conflict betwoen Party and Ministry 
of «stice 


Guortnor (Minister of ‘ustico) saw danger in Fitlor's policies 
but, in view of Germany's desporo5o condition, he was of the opinion that 
better conditions could be established through his policies. After the 
seizure of power, Guertner appointed two State attornoys to exanine the 
uso of sano and to deal with 211 cases wherein responsibility under tho 
Gorman criminal law was involved. This wes dono subject to tho right of 
the Fuohror to cancel any caso. 


The Party more and more tried to conquer justice within the 
Stato and Guertner fought it. Ho saw to it that the whole system of 
justice was brought undor the jurisdiction of tho Minister of Justice. 
He was tho only minister not a National Socialist and he also saw to it 
that judges were not influenced. However, the Fuchrer was often inter- 
osted in certain cases 2nd tho District Attorney cooperated secordingly. 
Minister of Justice ordered that tho Gauloitors could not appoar at 
trials to influence judges. He also struggled against Black Corps nows- 
paper which attacked judges. He especially had difficulty whon the police 
arrested poplo who had been acquitted. Again and again he admonished 
Hitlor for the above policies. He sew to it that all complaints received 
by competent authorities were dealt with but, in regard to excesses com- 
mitted in conoentration camps, only until 1939 when these casos came under 
tho jurisdiction of the SS. 


On cross examination the witness stated that it was possible that 
ho introduced police and SS jurisdiction in occupied territories and that 
he introduced the Nurnberg decrees: in the occupied territories of the 
Hast. Ee was also asked regarding certain letters he received from 1939 
to 1942 from the Bishop of Limburg and other bishops, stating that certain 
innates of an asylum hed been murdered in violation of the German criminal 
lew, paragraph 211. Witness claimed he didn't know of this until 1941 
end that ho then asked the Fuchrer to issuo a law assuming tho responsi- 
bility but he refused to do so. 


4. Evidence relating to the Rochm Putseh 


On cross examination the witness was questioned roz^rding tho 
killing of Dr. Klausener and others on 30 June 1934. The witness admitted 
that two days lator Hitler, Guertner and others had signed a law naking 
tho acts legal. Through hoarsay witness learned that at that tino Hitler 
had told them that the Roehm affair was a revolt of a small clan of homo- 
soxual SA men. 


Summarized by: 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF FELIX SCHIZBLICH 


wry. Ti T T * ^ 
WITNESS PCR THE SS ORGANIZATION TAKEN 


BEFOR" A COMMISSION ON 13 JUNE 1946 


TRANSCRIPT PAGES 899-912 


SUBJZC7: A volunteer private soldier's view of tho WAETFTN-SS, 


According to Defense Counsel, witness was selected from a group of 
10,000 young men to represent war time volunteers of the WAFTEN-SS (Page 
899). Witness agreed in cross examination shat he belonged to the German 
Youth Organization and had been a member of the party since the let of 
September 1941 (Page 904). j 


I. žyiġdence of voluntary or compulsory merbershiv. 
l. Witness's reasons for voluntecring for service in the WAFFEN-SS. 


When the war broke out witness was 16 years and 8 months old. 
He voluntecred for and entered the WAFFEN-SS in October 1942. He had pre- 
viously seen SS troops snd liked their appearance. He considered them an 
elite unit, He stated thet his hopes of finding tho WATFEN-SS an elite 
troop of “idealistic thinking" young people was fulfilled. He servedfirst 
with a police division and later with the Totenkopf Verbaende (Page 900). 


In cross examination witness stated thet not all of his 
friends wore volunteers in the WAFFEN-SS. He knew of members of the WATFEN- 
SS who were conscipts but all of them seemed content and none wished to 
leave their units (Page 904). 


In re-exemination he declared that the conscripts were neither 
"better nor worse" than the volunteers and all had only one wish - to serve 
their Fatherland (Page 912). 


II, Activities relatine to Article 6 of the Charter, 
l. Observance of rules of wer by the WAFFEN-SS 


Witness served in southern France and Russia and claimed 
that prisoners of war were never mal-treated or shot by members of his unit 
(Page 902). 


Asked by the Prosecution in cross examination how his idca 
of tho WAFFEN-SS as an elite unit was consistent with the persecution of 
Jews and the Church, witness replied that the SS endeavored to cro^tb a "true 
Germanism", By this he meant the "awakening of the noblest elements of the 
German ien", This did not mean persecution of Jews and ho Cenied all know- 
ledge of it (Page 905). 


2. Attitude of the WAFFEN-SS to the civilian populations. 


Relations with the French population and the Russian popula- 
tion were good, The French people gave his unit a hearty farewell when it 
left for the Russian front, Witness said he know nothing of villages being 
ope Pen in Russia or of instructions to spread terror as a "master race" 
Page 902). 


In cross examinetion witness said that he had believed that 
the workers deported to Germany from other countries came "voluntarily". He 
denic any knowledge of Binsatzgruppen (Page 909). 
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He and his frionds knew nothing of executions in Russia, (Page 
910). He agreed that he served with an SS police division in France but 
this unit carried out no arrests while he was there. In re-cxemination 
witness Geclared that tho SS police division to which he belonged was a front 
line unit. He served with a training and reserve formation of it (Page 911). 


3. Exterminnrtion of the Jews unknown, 


Witness said "we considered it desireble for the Jews to 
form their own state", He denied any knowledge of their extermination (Page 
902). 


4. Ihe Ideals of the WAFFEN-SS were patriotic. 


Witness stated thet the slogen "my honor means faith" and 


the desire to serve the Fatherland represented the views of all his comrades 
(Page 902). 


Cross examined by the Russian Prosecution with regard to the 
ideals of the WAFFEN-SS witness said th^t the Slavs were, according to the 
teaching he received, part of the "Indo-European family" and not part of a 
Sub-r^co, If Hitler said that they were sub-human, then he was not correct, 
(Page 909). He agreec, however, that he had read "Mein Kampf", 


Asked whether he agreed with Von Schirach!s st=tement that 
Hitler and Himmler, to whom he had sworn an oath of loyalty, were responsible 
for millions of murders, he said he could not answer, but at any rate had 
any one known of these muriers at the time they would not have continued to 
believe that adolf Hitler fought "idealistically" (Page 907). 


5. Concentration camp Gutics, 


In cross exanination witness agreed that the WAFFEN-SS units 
guarded concentration camps, He had worked at Dechau himself where the 
inmates waited on him at the table. Concentration camp duties were not 
"idealistic" and the men would rather have served at the front. He admitted 
thet when he found this out he was willing to remain in the WAFFEN-SS but 
preferred to serve at the front, 


Summarized by: . AS. NAVE 
Lt. Colonel, AAG 
Commissioner 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF FRITZ SCHWALM WITNESS 
FOR THE SS ORGANIZATION TAKEN BEFORE 
A COMMISSION ON 1 JULY 1946 


TRANSCRIPT PA: 


SS Training in connection with the Racial and Settlement 
Main Office. ‘ 


Witness became an SS man in 1932. In April 19234 he took over 
e office of the racial and settlement question as SS Oberabschnitte. 


Activities Relatinz to Article 6 of the Charter 


1. Racial and Resettlement Main Office of the SS 
Witness was occupied he racial and settlement question 
the SS. He was shewn SS Exhibit I which was a chart of organizations 
testified that there was an erro. on the chart with respect to tho 
h Main Office under the heading of the Reichsfuchrer, which was set 
as the Resettlement Offico. Th V no Resettlement Offico in 
1 Office from 1954 to 1935. n che Educa ion Branch which 
ecially concerned with resettlement was transf the SS. 
purely an organizational change and did not aff duties or 
personnel but it did bring it &bout that SS leaders became moro concerned 
with the education of the SS men. 


The Racial snd Settlement Main Office had two certain í 
1 romoval of foreign elements and transportation 
lend and the return to the Reich of ms 
area that became Germany after the Fo’ish roe d 
nothing to do oe Gormanizatii., c. vba deportation o 
} their homes. The witnoss testif 
“aia not subscribe to the slozan "pe 
ata admit that it became their ides 
ASE EE ownod certain colonies, which in the course 
the necessity for talking about "living space 
that any kini F racial cleanliness within the Reich 
at loast zoneretion (25 to 30 years). 
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the murder or ig ee the Jewish people could not in any 
be laid at the door of the ive racial education which was 
j i is there a German race. 


n. 
T 


ji 
GELA 
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an people, and a Bri ish people. 

There were no unknown goal this education of 

aim was to develop a man—bra yal and religious 
actions. 


Witness denied tho truth of statements from the speech of 
Major Farr, given before the Tribunal on 19 December 1945, in which it 
was stated that there was a purpose to croste an aristocracy to master 
Germany and all Europe and that in the creation of this special racial 
Troup & hatred against poople of unequal value ("Minderwertig") was 

od. He citod the name of Richard Walter Darroo who was in 
shaped of the Racial snd Settlement Main Office of tho SS and later 
became Roichminister. Witness said that Derroe!s first endosvor was 
to create a peasant ideology and his second project was to rid tho SS 
of tho unqualified persons who had e'iored the organization during the 
year 1933, 
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The evacuations, deoortati^os and ghettos which characterized 
German policy of late years cvui'’c .ct be traced to the Racial and Settle- 
mont Education. Himmler tavght respect for God and religion. It was 
Himmler who taught these honorablo principles that the SS leaders know. 
The socond Himmler whom they recognized for the first time in May or 
Juno 1945 could never have secured their respect nor obedience. They 
did not know that Fimmlor had begun murderinz Jews as early as 1941 
until they learned this fact last year. 


The witness contended that the teachings af the SS Racial 
and Settlement Main Office were founded on the proposition that 
25,000,000 Jews the world over had a right to their own homeland end 
to work out their own problems. 


in 1933 there were 12,000,000 Jews in Germany and the SS 
wantod no more than that the influence of tho Jews should be propor- 
tionte to their number.. In 1939 when there were only 250,000 Jews 
the witness believed that these would emigrate from Germany peacefully. 


Witnoss was read an extract from the publication Schwarze Korps, 
9 August 1940, Document 2663 F.S., Exhibit 269, stating that tho Jowish 
quo$tion would be solved for Germany only when tho last Jew had been 
&oportod and that Burope must realize that German peace must bo a peace 
without Jows. He said that nothing in this exhibit required tho infor- 
ence thet all Jows would be murdered but it could be inferred that this 
statoment was advocating their voluntary or involuntary deportation. 
In any event, newspapers, such as tho Schwarze Korps, wero not training 
material for the SS. The reputation of the Schwarze Korps was such that 
it occasionally printed sensational news which was not reliable. 


II. Evidence of Voiuutary or Compulsory Membership 


Witness stated that from 1932 to 1934 he was a volunteer SS 
man "just like everyone else." It is believed that his stetomont should 
not be taken as an admission of voluntary membership for any time later 
then 1934. 


III. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


The witness could not remomber any incidents which would have 
warned him of the criminal character of Himmler. Extracts from the 
Poson speech of Himmler to the SS Generals and Gruppenfuehrer in October 
1948 were read to him. These expressed 2 contempt for other nations 
andthvir interests :nd advocated uso of other people ^s slaves to German 
culture. The witness stated that this speech was made to avery small 
zroup of persons and was never released to the public. If these beliefs 
had been mado public military obedience of the SS would have been a 
thing of the past. 


The witness statcd, in his personel military experience in tho 
the West, he never saw any cruelties. "We saw in the enemy 
men and if ho were wounded we saw in him a friend that was 


In 1939 there were only 250,000 Jews within Germany and all 
SS men believed that these Jews would emigrate from Germany peacefully. 
They could not have known in 1940 that Fitler was planning the murder of 
the Jows and he could not have told them that. 


The witness did not know of the participation of the SS in the 
pogrom of November 1938. He admittod that the action of Himmler in 
ordering Jews to be killed wes treason and contonded that it was ^ com- 
plete denial of the principles of racial education, undor which the SS 
wes taught to have respect for all other races. 


Summarized by: J. S. CONWAY 
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SUMMARY OF FVIDENCE OF HANS SCHNEIDER, " 
THE CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS TAKEN BEFORE 


A COMMTSSTON OW 
A COMATSSTOl 


19 JUNE 1946, TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1395-1424 


SUBJECT: Duties ond Responsibilities of Zellenieiters and 


The policy of the successive ee. in Germany 
Seen the sympathies of the witness tov |: the Deutr : 
ue was not active in Party politics gap de he was % 
the municipal employees section at p eres He joined the 
1933 nnd became Zellenleiter in Merch 1936 ot Stadt Bergen near 
which position he remained until May 1942. 


i MP Nes, Relnting to E M. e in 
Functions of Z jllenlei 
N^tion-i Socic SEY list | 


witness wes aopointed Zollonlei 
Leiter of Stadt Bergen. The duties 
pally in seting as ^n intermediary 
gruppenleiter nd his staff members 
ship stamps from the trecsurer ‘enacasuatte 
Blockleiter. te received from the Blocklcii 
hended this over to the XK^856e 
work, lotteries, benefit tickets 
over to the Blockleiter pamphlets 
which he received from the Prop 
informed of conferences =t iae 
required their attendance. 
bi nts, ond witness testified 


2 3 Lock he site 
Bl HOER S. 


The Blockleiters end Zellenleiters were infe 
privilege to the members the staff of the Ort-^zrujze a 
TNA to execute the dire ctives given to them by the sts members. 
Thus in the line of FOBDORETDL LSU s these lover po ical lenders who are 
within the incictment vere inferior to the st-ff supervisors of the Orts- 


^ 


grupnenleiter who have been excluded from the indictze (Pp. 1399) 

The war brought new d se to je onc couse 
eliminstion of some of their peacetime tars The pr ional addition t 
their work was the supervision of ; ond the 
administration of enre and relicf 


Conferences of the Block ond Zellenleitcrs vith the Ortscruppc nlei 

were prescribed for regular intervals, but «© a I retical matter in E 
district of the witness, they took plece only : 'guired. These meetir 
were attended by the ortserunpenleiter, his staff members nnd members of 

her organizations vho vere accurinted 
The chain of command running from Block anc z 
gruppenleiter precluded any cirect contact betreen the Block or Zelion= 
leiters nnd the Kreis or Gauleiters. (Pp. 129€ 
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Allegations thet the Blockleiters were minor dictrtors arc not true. 
Especially during peacetime, the contact of the Bloekloiter vith the 
population vas extremely limited. A substoentisl part of their work was 
concerned vith providing rcliof for the popul^tion, They had no authority 
over the lives or the property of their people and were confined to the 
execution of directives ond orders handed corn to then from the Orts- 
gruppenleiter level. They could not order or request the cocverntion of 
other organizations snd they had no connection with such organizations. 
Inceec, mony Blockleiters were unaware of the existence of the SD. 

On eross-exomination, witness explained thet he did not mean by this stat 
ment thet he or the others had not heard of the SD or the Gestepo 

they were uninformec nee the scope of activities 1 

tions. (Pp. 1400-1401; 1416). 


Witness testified thot no Block anc Zellenleiters vere ecquet 
the Organizations paok edited by Ley, and it wes his Y 
one paid much serious attention to this book or closely 
Cirectives, He denied that there was n practice, in accordanc 
vith p. 1091 of this book, under which the Block ane Zelleniciters reportec 
to the ortsgruppenleiter the case of enyone vi iige 
rumors. He had never known of a 
reported the political views of one 
reouirement thet morrle reports should 
observed. During his 5 years of aptis) 
for oral reports concerning the morale 
occasions he, os vell as the other Block 
report on the morale of the population on 
of their reguler cuties. (P. 1401-1402). 


The title "yoheitstrneger" was a 
witness cid not notice any new privileges 
m 


ter they hnd been given this title. He wos n 


publie^tion "Der Hoheiltstrneger", (Po. 1402-140?) 


L 


It was the concensus of SERES among loceri volitier] lenders that 
part of the Nazi Perty which enllec por the uniting of cll Germeny ws 
complete conformity with the right of self—cetermination 2s cnunciatec in 
the 14 Points of Wilso Furthermore, the cesire for colonics wns merely 
a wish for the return of that Thich kind been guirec legally by Germany 
and which was neecec by her for a supply of raw materials to nn over- 
crowced population. Witness had never learnt of a ple o inecrporate 
tho Crimea, Galicia, the Baltic States anc other territory into Germany, 
es is set forth in aneument L 221 (USA D. He considered this agsinst 
oll the princinles of the Party progran and as a crime ngoinst the people 
of these locslities. (P. 1404). 


Witness vas opposed to that part of the 
the exclusion of Jevs from the German nati se] 
to the Nürnberg laws was general among the Block më Z Jllenlei 
(P. 1405). 

Ls was natural for the performence of their very simple cuties, nc 
high cduentionel qualifications were required cf Block an Zellenleiters. 
Men from the common walks of life held these positions. They were 
genernlly honest and decent people but they possesses nerely primary 
ecucation ond primary political knowledge. They in no wey represented 
their people but on ^ very lov level of authority perforne acministrativ: 
teks. Wo one ever consulted them regarcing their | titi zoin c 
(P. 1405). 


On both direct and cross-examinotion, vitness testifiec 
joined the Party with mentol reservations regsrcing its policy 
to racism and to its hostility towards civil scrvice olo 
1412-1413). 
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2. Activities of Political Leaders with Respect to the 


BPA IS 
Churches 


All the Block snd Zellenleiters in the orbit of the witness belonge 
to the Christion church. There was never any vas ive or pressure 
brought to be^r upon them to renounce Mer membership, and of their om 
initirtive these political leaders avoided snti-chureh influence. 


(P. 1403) » 


Witness never heard of nny hostile sttituce towards the church nt ^! 
Party lecture ond he hed never henarée of directives which required the 


^ 


removal of crufixes from the churches anc the elimination of norning on 
evening prayers (PS O70 - USA 371). The Block snd Zellenleit rs were 
never informed as to why cert^in clergymen were arrested and church 


property confisentec. (P. 1406-1407). 


3e Jews 
Witness never received any orders in connection with the increasing! 
J o 
severe persecution of the Jews and he dic not believe thot others in 
similar positions receive? such orders either. (P. 1407). 


The loceri political leacers were gi wo acvence notice with respec 
to the anti-Jewish demonstrations of Ao enber 1938 snd they did not 
participate in these. (Pp. 1407-1408). 

on eross-examinstion, wi oss dic not romember the boycott agains 
the Jews in April 1933. He cic, ho bens remember the Niirnberg ANA 
issued in 1935. ye admitted that the anti-Jewish Boop Anm yas of 1923 
anc the arynniantion of Jewish property were persecutions and 
larceny, and that the requirement for Jewish men to weer yello! 
their backs was also persecution. He maintninec that these measures we 
carried out by the Government without consulting he members of the Part 


(Pi 1414). 


Es Treatment 


To the witness! knowledge, Block and 7ellenleiters ree 
from their superiors suthorizing the mistreatment of Allied 
to make emergency landings in Germen territory. The article b 

the "J"lkischer Beobachter" cited by the Prosecution (1676-F 

which exhorted the popul |; trent such airmen as murderers of G 
children contained no sp directives to the political leaders 
the opinion of c SS, Was epre e | people ss 
war crininnls. "he docunent PS 075 (USA 329) which referred to the lyr 
ing of Allied fliers by the population snc incieatec th: onies were se 
to Kreis and Gauleiters with instructions thet Ortsgruppen 
notified of the contents orally never came to the attention c Block and 
Zellenleiters, in the eee of witness. he fliers who did land i 
the vicinity of witness! home were given humane treatment. Much intere 
was shom by the popula Ks in these fliers beenuse the city was the 
location of the Messerschmitt works. (Po. 1408-1409). 


IT Evidence of Voluntary 


Witness was sppointed to the ere oe of Zellenleiter bj 
gruppenleiter without having been given previous notice and 
consultation as to whether he wanted the por 
wns obligated to cooperate in n situation like that and 
opportunity to refuse n Party office. If « man who had 
in the civil service or in private employment refusec to serve in 
office, his section would have been consicered sabotage ngrinst the 
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Many Blockleiters, for instance, unwillingly accepted their cuties and 
resented the fect that they hed to give much of their spare time to them. 
Usually such officials were glad to rid themselves of these duties. 

(Pp. 1397- 1398; 1400), 


III. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


The destruction of free trnde unions took place in 1953. This was 
before the witness became ^ political lender, and for that renson he ves 
unable to discuss any part which the local politienl lorcere may have 

pe pee in this program. (P. 1407). 


Block and Zellenleiters were completely unecguaintec with the 
Einsatzstab Rosenberg project. (P. 1407). 


Witness was not sure st when the existence of concentration 


camps became no lovledge j admitted that e voryone did learn 
that hostile politi ical forces were srrested snd housed in common places. 
He did not approve of these arrests of politie^l opposition members who ! 
not committed crimes a. the State. He belicved that most Block and 
Zellenleiters shared his disapproval. 


Local leaders did not have anything 

foreign leborers, nor did they learn of regulations 
> 3 e : o 

killing of the incurably ill. (P. 1410). 


On eross-oxaminetion, vitnoss admi 
brought to work in Germany were treated 
teken fron ; 

mpression 


(P. 1416). 


He edmitt € ise the r } ] 
and actions with spect to thc perse i f the: 
concentration canps, arrests 
Gestapo, the system of foreign slaves 
and the order about Allied pilots. Ie a 
Party to carry out these eoe d rosted U 
local leaders on the level of Zellen and 
On eross-examinntion, witness was 
parts of the Nazi program to which he c 
the question of race and the persceution . 
Nezi program. Witness By aie that when the ne Pe came 
million men were vnemployed in 32 political parties, none hich 
a position to eliminate : stress. he Nazi Party wes the only one vhicl 
had a plan to give vork and brend to the people and it cid not enter the 
minds of many that they could accept the parts of the program which they 
liked and reject the res he majo meern was that father and son 
should secure employment. (P. 1420). 


He likened the responsibility of the Porty member for the crimes of 


Hitler to that of a soldier for the crimes of his general. (Pp. 1420- 
1421). 


Summarized by: JIS. CONTAY 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE CF EWALD SCELIEOKER 
WITNESS FOR TEE CORPS ^? POLITICAL LEADERS 
TAKEN BEFORE .. COMMISSION ON 


7 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRic? PAGES 681 TO 717 


Organization and Activities of Political Leaders, with 
Particular Reference to Western Germany. 


Witness joined the Party in December 1931 and first held office 
as a political leader in 1934 with the NSV Department of Welfare. In 1996 
he was appointed Kreishauptstellenlc ter (Assistant to District Chief). 
In 1937 he joined the Office ef the Lroisleiter in Coblenz. In 1938 he 
became Gauhauptstellenleiter. From 1939 tc 1940 he served in the Army. 
In 1940 he became Executive Officer in charge of the Kreis and in 1943 
he became Kroisbauernfuehrer at Adiwoilar. Since the Kreisloiter was 
absent ho held positien of acting .-oisloiter until end of war. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Chartor 
l. The Organization of the Krois 


Witness tostifiod that the economic depressien drove him to 
join the Party en Decomber 1, 1931. He first held office as a politieal 
leader in 1934, finally working up to the position ef acting Kroisloitor 
in 1943. He held this position until the ond of the war. 


The staff of the Kreisleiter consisted of an inner circle and 
an enlarged cirele. The inner circl^ was comprised of an Organization 
Office, Treasury Office, Propaganda Office, Training Office, Staff Office, 
and a Personnel Office. The enlarged circle consisted of the following 
officest (1) Communion Politics; (2) Communion Organizations Technique 
Department; (3) Econeny; (4) Volksturm; (5) Race Polities; (6) Health; 
(7) Press; (8) Veterans, Farmers, Civil Servants and Educators; (9) Repro- 
sentative of the NSD (the Welfare Organization); and (10) the DAF (German 
Labor Front). . 


The leaders in the inne: ‘ircle held the rank of Kreishauptmann- 
leiters,. The heads of various departments which formed tho enlarged staff 
were called the Kreisamtsleiters. Both had assistants—at the top was the 
Hauptamtsleiter and, going down, the Amtsleiter, the Hauptstellonleiter, 
the Stellenleiter, and the Sachbearloitor. In the Ortsgruppe level, the 
top man was the Ortsgrupponleiter—-the Amtsleiter worked below him and 
next in line were the Zellenloitor^ and Blockleiters. 


" Bho term "staff officers’ referred to those who belonged to the 
inner circle. Witness did not consider the various assistants and co- 
workers of the staff officers, such as the Hauptstellenleitors and the 
Stellenleiters, as staff officers. In addition to the members of the 
outer circle enumerated above, he also placed in this category the deputy 
for full employment, the deputy for sir raid protoction, the deputy for 
building of emergency homes, and the councillor for local affairs. The 
Gau, which was a larger sector than the Kreis, also operated under this 
type of setu; 

Os «roas examination witness described briefly the functions of 
the following offices—-The Office of Communion Politics administered a 
law calied the Gemeindeordnung by which the Party filled vacancies when- 
ever they occurred in tho City Jouncil. However, the Council members were 
not compelled to be Party members and Council itself was not under the 
authority of the Kreisleiter. The Office of Technical Tasks sought the union 
of those who were engaged in occupations of a tochnical nature, directed 
their political activities, and brought to the attention of the authorities 





matters pertaining to revenues, etc. Witness did not consider the head 
of this department as a political losder because the propaganda material 
he used was not his own responsibility but emanated from special depart— 
— for propaganda training. The Economic Department was primarily 
neerned with economic enterprises, which had been bombed out during 
the war. The Volksturm pihai ipet was concerned with orders which came 
into existence due to the employment of foreign labor. Foreign labor 
was administered by the Labor Office and. the Volksturm was only concerned 
where an employer or an employee requested special aid from the Party. 
Office for Racial Politics advised in laws of inheritance and marriage 
and family problems. The Fress Ofrice handled the press. The Veterans' 
Office was concerned with care of the wounded, pensions, otc. Farmers! 
Office existed only since 1942 and attempted to aid the Government in 
feeding the people. The Civil Service Department unified and exercised 
political direction over Civil Servants. The Educational Office had 
practically the same functions, but only with regard to those engaged 
in the profession of teaching. 


Folitical leaders did not take the oath of loyalty every year 

but only when they became Party m athe rs. Every year an oath-taking 
ceremony was staged but only the new members participated in it. No one 
was compelled to join the Party or the SA but witness stated that one 
hed the duty of assuming an office of the Party. During war-time Bormann 
ordered that those refusing to hold office should be brought before Party 

courts where disciplinary penalties—such as warnings and reprimands and 
in serious cases expulsion from the Party—were imposed. As far as the 
Party itself was concerned the penalty was not severe but a Civil Servant 
was discharged if he was expelled from tho Party. Document P.S. 2639, 
an order of the Deputy of tho Fuehrer, stating this policy, was read. 
In 1936-1937 the percentage of teachers (Civil Servants) among the 
political leaders numbered about 80 percent. About 50 to 70 percent of 
the Ortsgruppenleiters were Civil Servants but very few Block and Zellen- 
loiters as they were people with less training, such as workers and 


crartsmen. 


Organization Book of tho Party in witness’ opinion was 
by Dr. Ley without the approval of the Fuchror and was termed as being too 
involved and unrealistic for use. The witness did not consider Block and 
Zellenleiters as Hoheitstraeger, although the book characterized them as 
such. On page 39-A of the book, it states that the Block and Zcllenleitors 
wore authorized to put special labels on the outside of their homes. The 
witness nover saw this done, 2lthouvh in 1941 he had requested a badge from 
the Reich Office for an Ortsgruppe:loitor's home. He was informed that 
none were available. 


The Organization Book specks of Zollon snd Blockleiters as having 
a staff of co-workers, The witness stated that a part of the NSD and the 
Women's Orzanization were coordinate ‚d to Blockleiters but were not consid- 
ered part of his staff, and disciplinary rights over these people were 
only possessed by the Ortscruppenleitor. The Amtsleiter of the Ortsgruppen- 
loitor, thet is his profossional advisors, could give orders to Block and 

ellenloiters but not vice versa. The witness stated that Block and 

Zeilenleiters ài3 not have any police functions or authority which would 
justify their being called "Little Nazi Princes". 


On zo lOl of the Organization Book the statement appears: 
"Those Ai “ro gpreading damaging rumors have to be reported by the 
Ortsle 3 t^ uhe Ortsgrupponleiters..." Witness stated that, for from 
this A the ease, the Blockleiters were directed to obtain the confidence 
of the uvulo and this could not bo done if they spied on them.  Fitlor 
had igsucd an order that "only that person shouid know about a matter who 
is .once:nei with the execution of it" and the Ortsgruppenleitors conducted 
thoir business accordingly. Wo secret orders wore issued to Block and 
Zollonloiters. Documont P.S. 2958, a magazine, "The Office Holder", was 
only distributed from the Gauleiter down to tho Crtsgruppenleiter. 
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The SA and SS were independent of Party organization, although 
the relations betwoon the SA and tho Party were cordial and they coope- 
rated during Party functions, otc,, but decisions always rested with 
the leader of the SA. 


II. Knowledge of Criminal Activitics 


Tho political leaders in Western Germany did not desire an 
aggressive war. In the election o: March 1933 tho votes cas-t thero 
for the Nazi Party were low in comparison to the rest of tho Reich. 
After this, particular propaganda ^»ücorning the peaceful intentions 
of tho Fuchror was distributed. Special pamphlet entitled "Sixty-five 
Million Desire Peace and Work", was widely distributed. 


The Western Wall was built publicly and political leaders wero 
advised to care for employees and to cooperate generally. Thoy consid- 
ered it to be solely for the protection of the State. Witness stated 
that oven in 1939 it had not been completed. 


Witnoss tostifiod that his Gau, the Rhineland, suffered severely 
from air attacks. He knew of Bormann's order to the effect that those 
who participated in lynching of enomy fliers were not to be punished. 

It was rocoivod by witness in Noverbor 1944, Shortly before he had 
received certain instructions from Goebbels. Previously the arrested 
pilots had been handled by the Army, police and Landers. At the next 
Kroisleiter conference the witness made these instructions his topic 

of discussion snd told his people that he considered tho new directives 
inhumen and that tho old rogulations would remain in force. He testified 
that ho was not familiar with Hoss! order of .March 1940 regarding treatment 
of enemy parachutists. 


Document D 884 regarding ^.ortions performed on foreign women 
laborers was mentioned. Witness stated that the document was sent to 
the Gau Office only for informational purposes. He further stated that 
if a foreign woman worker requested an abortion through the Office of 
Ethical Affairs, it could bo performed. He knew of no specific instance 
of this occurring in his Kreis. O-llective shelters for foreign workers 
were located in Trier, Germany in 1941-1942. Witnoss stated that these 
were well furnished and that workers received clothing through the Party. 
On cross examination he denied that laborers were sent to Germany under 
compulsion but claimed that they came voluntarily. 


Witness never received nor gave orders that could be termed hostile 
to tho church. In his Rhincland District about 3/4 or 5/6 of the popula- 
tion was Catholic. 


Summarizod by: 


D. M. HUNT 
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VITNESS FOR THE CORPS OF POLI? 


TORE A COMMISSION OF 


Transcript Pages 1069 to 1080 
17 June 194 6 Transcript Pagos 1181 to 1188 


organization and Functions of YSV People's Welfare Association 
ond Its Rolation to the Perty. 


witness joined the Forty on June 1, 1930. I óó ho became 
F German Workers! Order and in 195€ ^o became a worker with 


Ms 


held various offices in the NSV—-acting 2s Kreisantsleiter 
jT 


districts: Daun—-VWittlich in the Moselle District, 


and Grevemacher in Luxembourg. 
6 of the Charter 


l. Organization o: 


The NSY was organized in 1933 as a "rogistered association" 
Thig means that its workers wore employoos of the YSY and not of tho 
arty... Employment was perform i on tho basis of private service 
tracts regulated by @BG-——German Civil Code—the employees were 
i social wor:ors and were responsible to tho 


the i isom C a) ne phe 
soeia who & no ) ho functions 
enlarged 
subordinate » the auth ority 
bkbtora but 211 instructions concerning hl 
the extonded s 
which the Kreis- 
monthly moetings 
l tt otinzs were also attended 
SA loadora, mayor 3, and other fur aries Subject mattor of the 
wore re s present? f the press attona 
g of his activities 
viis but later th > W ubm h loss rogulerity. 
was subordinated to the isleitor for disciplinary r5 
to Sev for professional i: 01 "T to a conflict botwvoo 
v : timo witnoss requostod ^ s ond a half 


Functions of USV 


All institutions of ISV were available to Germans, rog^rdloss 
of political or religious SNEABIE: ;co8, except to those elements “considered 
anti-social". Even foreigners prisoners of war working in Gornany 
rocoivoà the same assistence as German workers. 
With regard to the workors, lle food rations, otc., 
task of DAF. SV only ontorod th ture if a perticular neod 
such as illness, otc. In such cases witness or corpotont Ortsgruppe 
formod of the special noed by D he NSV helped out, 


Ih, ^ A 
Thon s man wes arrestod, e Krei sleiter was informod in 
order to onsure care for his Pod PR 


m 
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Ihe NSV furnished gas masks to the population as part of its 
welfare program. The witness testified that tho org-nizstion was never 
used for militaristic purposes. Its auditing system was strict snd 
witness transmitted funds only to the higher “SV officers. 


Ee stated that no conflict ever existed between ESV and the 
church and that a considerable number of ministers belonged to NSV. 
On cress examination witness was questioned regarding Document D—201 
consisting of two letters written by the Ortszruppenloiter at Hann. 
Tho first lotter was concerned with the elimination of an Evangelical 
Youth Group for girls between the ages of 10 and 14. The witness 
stated that NSV conducted kindergartens for children up to the age 

six years but after thet ago had no further connection with thom. 
socond letter it was stated that WSV had opened a kindergarten 
as many pupils a a former Bvanzelical 
s School. Witness stated that tho matter of attendance was 
entirely to the parents. 


Summarized by: 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF ‘/OLFRAIi SIEVERS, 
WITNESS FOR THE SS TAKEN BEFORE 
A COMMISSION ON 


27 JUNE 1946 


SUBJECT; Constructions and Tasks of the Ahnenerbe Organization (Ancestral 


reritage Institute). The Ahnenerbe Organization hec no part 
in the Biological Experiments Performed by the Dr. Rascha Group 


Xs Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Chorter 


ws 


itness wes Reich menager of the Ahnenerbe Organization since its 


fonndation on 1 July 1935. He was nade on honorery member of the S8 in 
1935 at Himmler's suggestion anc on Himaler's assurance that it would not 


me 


an serving in ^ Storm Troop or; fone Himmler assigne him to his 


personal st^ff. 


The Ahnenerbe was an organization which hac eg: regi 


istrict court in the Berlin center. It was related. to the 


heecuse Himmler vas its trustee. In 1937, Himmler becane 
chairman of this organization, end in 1942 the organizetior 


^ 
Ce 


an 


»^rtment in the personel staff of the Reichsfuchrer. 
opte in orcer to ovoid 5 ceeree of Goebbels to put on enc 


Curing the wer yesrs. The primary concern of the crganizstion 
cicntific research in the philosophies], cultural history and geography 


or 


piae en notions. The tern "Furope^n" wns one quite cistinct from the 
in National Soci-list terminolcgy, ond the Ahnenerbe 
eny propaganda "ork. The scientific remitte of 


osenrch i he Ahne e is shorn in out 100 publications which vere 


la 


onnl science. 


Witness had a conversstion with ! at Enster 1942, at “hich the 


£f 


tter saic that the Slavic group was ^n esnentied component of the Euro- 


pean races, onc that efforts shovle be mace to win the Slavic notions over 


in 


(1 


ri 


ense of nossible controversy vith the yellow races. 
The Ahnenerbe enrriec on its research work in the following ways: 

) By donating research sdolorships; (2) By the institution of shout 50 

search departments that is research institutions; (3) By nems of vork 


groups in Kais yde ie “ith universities zne Reich institutions; 


(4) By supporting research expecitions 


(5) By erecting vork shops anc 


, 
Tiborv koi (6) By builcinz up special libraries that concernec them- 
selves vith sneeial fislĉs of work ond by founcing ə central library; 
(7) By compiling of work anc meking it the work of university thesis ane 
stucies; (8) By e^rrying out congress onc work conferences; anc (9) By 
making the publication of scientific work possible, 


There vere 50 nective Cepartment herds in the Ahnenerbe anc about 1000 


e 

participoting members whe prid dues anc took varying ports in its activity. 
Membership in the SS wns no concition for membership in the i E. anc 
vonen, forcigners and clergynen were allowed in this organization 

Most of the members who were in the SS were only honorary aeons of the 


! funds from membership cues from Germon researc! 
|! State encovments. 
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Himmler told witness that he aimed to have the Ahnenerbe collaborators 
Ge-centralizec os 2 group at a university, some to become professors anc 
others to establish themselves as field officers. 


The department managed by Dr. Rascha cic not belong to the Ahnenerbe 
but to the institute for military scientific research (ehrwissenschaft- 
liche Zveck Forschung). Besides Dr. Rascha, there were in the military 
institute the Cepartnent of Professor Dr. Hirsch; Dr. Mey of the Inter- 
biological department; the militery scientific research Cepartment of 
Professor Brandt; the mathematical department mennec by the mathematicicn, 
Dr. Bose; anc the gynecology “epartment of Dr. Brucher, 


In 1942, Himmler amalgamated this military institute in orcer to 
avoid the expense of having 2 director of its own, and so that the Ahnen- 
erbe might procure for the military institute the required funcs snd 
materinls. The military institute was directly subordinate to Himmler and 
not to the scientific cirector of the Ahnenerbe. Department heads were 
Qirectly responsible for their ovm work to those who hac given them their 
missions. Missions were given tc the institute by Himmler, the Air 
Force, the Reich Research Council, the Army and industry. 


The administrative work of the department of Rascha constitute? about 
2 to 3% of the administration of the entire Ahnenerbe, No one in the 
Ahnenerbe h^d any influence or authority regarcing the execution and plann- 
ing of Dr. Rascha's experiments. 


The work carried on by the military institute of research was 
strictly secret snd reports went from cenartnent heads to gimaler, or to 
the person who had assigned the task. The earliest experiments of 
Dr. Rascha were carricd out at the order of the Air Force, anc ot a time 
when Rascha was a director of the Air Force. The subjects of the experi- 
ments were ot first volunteers from the hir Force. Leter, by reason of a 
Fuehrer order, volunteers from the camps vere to be usec, or criminals 
who had received the ceath sentence. Rascha once tol? the witness that 
more applications had been receivec thon he neecec ong that sone of the 
inmates who had volunteered for the experiments were release’ entirely 
from the eamp. 


The experiments of the militery institute were financed by the Reich 
Research Council. 


TIS, Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


On cross—examinntion, witness admitte thet the biological experi- 
ments of Dr. Rascha were known in the Ahnenerbe to the extent that the 
task which had been set up was known 2s such anc it was known thet the 
mission was being carried out. Witness was svare thet various medical 
circles in Germany vhich Himmler collec Christian Medical Centers were 

objecting to experiments on human beings for the Luftwaffe, but testified 
that Himmler quelled this objection ^t once with 7 very severe créer and 
that he then transferred Dr. Rascha out of the Luftwaffe anc into the 
Waffen SS. Witness was not sure that the reason for this transfer was 
the protection of Rascha agsinst the indignation of some people in Germany 
against human experiments. 


Witness had never seen films connected with the Rascha experiments, 
although he had heard thet such films were shown to the Air Force, 
He believed the title was "Concerning the Behavior of Persons et High 
Altitudes 2nd Sub-Level Pressure Chambers". Witness knew nothing of 
experiments on women. 


Summarized by: J.S, CONWAY 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE O 


WITNESS 


Li lur 


27 MAY 1946 - 


SUBJECT: 


Jurisdiction and Functions 


RANSCRIPT P 


of the Zollgrenzschuts ( 


der Protection) 


The witness, a 
Party in 1927 anc a member 
Obernbschnitt Nord as s 
Oberabschnitt i 
Silesis and from 
inspector of the 
to bake 


permission 


The Zollgrenzschutz 

Office become 

Then Genei 

grenzschutz, vos 

Himmler vas given 
the witness! t 
helf of the 

Aeministre 


so on) 


cut 
to er 


10n, 
to 


o summcr 
About 25 , 000 


stapo. (P. 170). 


e Ges 

A fter th G 
change in the activitics 
the work the Zollgren: 
frontiers would alvnys 
vere not issued new cre 
that they now crne 


The witness testified 
grenzschutz to the Gestapo 
strength of this service. 


of 1944, Germen retreat no 


transfer 
1945 , orcered 


wrs never 


the vitness 


On cross-exmminstior, 


^hcut 50% completec 


ín 
rity 


but 
be 


Zollgrenzsehutz 

of 
;schutz 
remnin the 
‘entials, 
uncer the Si» 


onec 
Reich Fin^nee Administration. 


farmer by occupation 


' the SS in 


och tfu wer. 


( sbed er s! 3 dU 
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of the 


Cc} he rt er 
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connection 
over customs 


wry out 


rem^i: 
every : 
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f these, 
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that the first 
Was to 


get ^ c 
This recuirec 
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On cross—examination, the witness testified that the loc-l units of 
the Zollgrenzschutz were only indirectly subject to the orders of loca: 
higher SS anda police Silage During re-cirect examination, the witness 
changed this testimony so p to admit thet since 1944, when he was pleced 
in charge, members of the Soi peapa ie were directly under the orc:rs of 
the Reichsfuehrer SS and his office. (Pp. 175-176). 


The witness from his office in Berlin had no contact vith loesl 
offices. His only contact was with offices to which he himsclf assigned 
groups, such as the Uster Protective Police ond the ehrmacht, whos: orders 


the witness hod to carry out. (P. 175). 
2. Functions of the Zollgrenzschutz 


The Zollgrenzschutz enforced the performance of border 
respect to customs. In cases where there wos no Border Pol 
organization insvectec the credentials of people crossing the b. 


prohibited the smuggling of propaganda into Germeny. P. 


On eross-exeninntio My the witness testified th: i men 
grenzschutz were employec in the pareta countries cf the 
witness took over the office, there vere units ss far south 
border. These groups received orders from the Tehnrmacht bin. 
witness! knovledzo, they Cid not receive I 
order of the Vehrmacht, they had the srme 
including the power to arrest people at the t 
borcer, 7ollgronzsehutz employees cooperate 
that if it became known that in 7 C ped 
of illegal borcer crossing, the Zcilg schutz ene 
to prevent it. The vitnese cid not tno: 10v 6v 2T, 
arrested by the Zollgrenzschutz were handed over to 


> questioning by prosecution counsel 
zsenutz helped to guerd the borters, 
| tent arrests vere nctu»11l j 
pases place, 2 report j 
Llover units of the Zollgrenzschutz. 

of ps viue knovleObe, no telegram nc sent to 
people were nrrested the border. He coul¢c ni 
vns se on the ocension of the arrest of Yugesic 
get across the border (telegran # 6143, 6 April 
out the fact thot this telegrem was sent three : 
Zollgrenzschutz. He vns not sure, but he di? n 1468 tact the 
inspectors in. 1941 received instructions fron Sehoilenie zg or ‘Mueller. 


Cepas ee ee SS es 


3. Members cf o Zollgrenzschutz Vere ot Actual 


Me ťa mberg 


It could not truly be snic $ xipnloyees of the -llgrenzechutz were 
Gestapo men. The transfer was never ez s Lrough mc the zenbers werc 
never given eny orders or tasks such ns ‘ve i t i estapo uon. 
It was true that the men were informed by thats chiis of the change of the 


various departments but the Zollgrenzsehutz was on cl institution anê its 
duties remained clear end distinct from those of the Gestapo 
173]. 


: : 1.16 during the 
The witness admitted thet it was possitic thst during the 
final retreat of the German army, the Zollgrenzschvtz used to hel} 


my IIR 


transfer prisoners back to the Reich. (P. 173). 
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i " Voluntary or pulsory Merbership 
IT. Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 
s ] 2 fro c. iuris- 
ome members of the Zollerenzschutz from the. juris 


c 

: ini ion to the Gestapo was a group 
Finance Acministration to the Gestapo wa g m i 
s whether or not they wented to 
! ransfer. 


The transfer cf 
anything about the tr 


diction of the Reic 
jo individual members were askec 


transfer. 
. : -— | 
work in the Gestapo end none of them could do 


(Pe 171). 


III. Knorledze of Criminal Activities 
E AL LAB ÉL uaa irit ara ar Goa Sm. 
H = T ef os atin v 
The witness learnt for tho first time of the Pen 
: ivi n he was in prison after the 
station Gleivitz then he s in prison aft 
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WITNESS FOR THE GESTAPO TAKEN BEFORE 
A COMMISSION Ol 


27 MAY 1946 d TRANSCRIPT 


he SD cic not Receive Persons 
Zollzrenzscehutz 


g the course of his testimony, the witness gave cvic« 


Activities Relating to Article 6 of the ¢ 


The witness testified that it was not part 
arrest people or take over people who hac baal errested oy 
tions. It was eria an informaticn and elligence gervi e having ni 
to do with po 1 The witness snic inp i 
charge of the f Lignitz, Breslau 
prisons there. The SD Bac not examine 
Therefore, he concluded that any 
arrested he Zollgrenzschutz hoc 
e believed that such poovle were cither turne 
e Tehrmacht. The prosecuting sttorney desire 
sroeure n Cocunent which he belicvcc would contre 
conelusion o he witness, but the Comniss er ruled tact such questi 
should be asked of another witness. i-i 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF JOHANNES STEIN 
WITNESS FOR THE SS, TAKEN BEFORE A 


COMMISSION ON THE 23 OF MAY 
TRANSCRIPT PAGE 94 


SUBJECT:  AMTSGRUPPE D (Concentration Camps) of the WVHA (Economic and 
Administrative Main Office). 


Witness was personnel expert in the WVHA and was pen con- 
cerned with the administration of the Waffen-SS. (Page 94). 


I. Activities relating to Article 6 of the Charter. 


1. Structure of the WVHA. 


The WVHA had five subsidiary groups or Amtsgruppen, A, B. 
C, D. and W, A and B were the administration of the Waffen-SS, C dealt 
with buildings and works for the whole SS, and W with "economic enterprises". 
Amtsgruppe D was in charge of concentration camps (Page 95). The whole 
WVHA was under Obergruppenfuehrer Pohl but tho Amtsgruppen operated in- 
dependently of each other. 


2. Concentration Camps, 


Concentration “amps. Amtsgruppe D in particular was 
stationed at Oranienberg (Page 96) and bad its own administration and 
communications, Neither the Waffen-SS nor the Allgemeine-SS could give 
orders to Amtsgruppe D. Committal or rolease to concentration camps was 
a matter for the RSHA (Page 92). 

II, Knowledge of Crimina! Actiwitics . 

In view cf its jndeveadent operations the activities of 
Amtsgruppe D were always kept secrot From the remaining groups (Page 96). 
No personnel war exchanged between Lmssgruppe 2 and other offices. The 
Staff came from the Tovounopf Sormetione and personnel of the Inspector- 
ate of concoutravion camps Fage 98). Witness acmittcü in cross examina- 
tion that althoven othasr Ambhserugpen cf tie WVHA might not know the 
details of its work, thay were aware that Antsgruppe D was in charge of 
the administration of concentration camps (Page $8). 


Summarized 5y* A.M.S. NEAVE 
Lt, Colonel, AAG 


DISTRIBUTION: 
1 = General, Scerstary 
8 - Judges 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF FRANZ STRAUB WITNESS 
FOR THI GESTAPO ORGANIZATION TAKEN 


BEFORE A COMMISSION ON 
17 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGIS c6 - 


20 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 7/4/47 ~ SPEI 


21 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGIS 44:47 - /£ 4 


SUBJECT: Organization, tasks, activities and duties of the Seeurity 
Police in Belgium and Northern France from 1941 to 1944. 


Witness was taken into the voliee system of Munich in 1913. 
He entered the Administrative -lise of same city in 1917. In 1932 he 
transferred to the Criminal Police Department and was ordered to Passu 
as Commander of the Frontier Protection Police. In 1937 he transferred 
frou the Bavarian Service into the Reich Service and stayed for one 
year in Frontier Police work. In 1938 he was brought to Munich and 
employed in police security work and =t cutbreak of war was drafted 
into tho Security Department Command 7 with the rank of Senior Inspector. 
He was discharged from this unit on June 13, 1940 and sent to Belgium with 
the Security Police Commander. In 1943 he became Criminal Director. He 
remained in Belgium until German retreat on September 2, 1944 when ho 
went to Munich on a special mission which could not be carried out for 
lack of personnel. That was his last task as a Civil Servant. He became 
a member of the Nazi Party on May 1927 and in 1939 under tho "coordinating 
deeroo" received the rank of Hauptsturnfuehror and became Sturmbannfuchrer 
in the SS when he was promoted to Criminal Director in the Gestapo. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 cf the Chartor 


l. Organization and development of police work 
in Belgium and Northern France during the 
pericd cf occupation 


The Military Commander for Belgium and Northern France was 
appointed in May 1940. Police matters on his staff came under Military 
faninistration in a sub-division callcd the Group Police which concerned 
itsolf with instructions issued to the Superior Military Commandos, the 
Security Folice and the Belgian Police. The executive work was carried 
out by the Secret Military Police. 


The Secret Military lolico was subordinate to the High Command 
anc. on a lower level to the High Command of the Ground Troops and of the 
Navy and of the Air Force and came within the jurisdiction of tha Military 
Commanders. For the purpose of the police work a commando of 25 men had 
been transferred by the Chief of the Security Police to tho Miljtary 
Administration. About 16 or 20 of those were members of the Security 
Folico and SD and some were men who had been conscripted for war service. 
This office was first called the Office of Seeret Military Folico SS . 
(moaning Seotrity Police). 


In July 1940 the Military Commander asked Heydrich to augment 
this force and the office was increased to 250 mon. It waw thon known 
as the Office ef the Doputy of the Chief of Security Poligc, The break- 
iown of this office was approximately as fellows! 90 members of tho 
Security rolice; 50 or 60 members of the SD; and the remainder, trans- 
portation porsonnel, auxiliary personnel, 2nd women members. 


The Office of the Superior SS and Folice Leader was instituted 
in Brussels in May 1942. The Office of the Security Police and SD in 
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Belgium and Northern France, after it had taken over the Secret Military 
rolice, contained 8 groups of 100 men each. The office was first a 
Rogistered Immigrant and Marxist Office. Later it became occupied in 
the fight against tho resistance movement and in 1941 executive authority 
wis handled exclusivoly by the Secret Military Police. The Security 
rolico, who were under the jurisdiction of the Military Commander in 
Bolgium end Northern France, had to evaluate the results obtained and 
report to Fart II Department Four of the RSHA and to Departments Six 

and Seven. With respect to eveluction of this information 2nd in per- 
sonnel matters the Security Police was subordinate to the RSHA but ^s 

to special work it came under the jurisdiction of the Military Commander. 
Orders of the RSHA wore received by the Military Commander but tho wit- 
noss was convinced that such orders wore first discussed with the Mili- 
tary Commander or with Military Administration before they were passod 
on to the Security Folice. 


On cross examination the witness testified that his carly 
work in the 25 men commando,consisting in finding out documents of the 
immicretion organization and the marxist organization,was completely 
non-executive in character. The immigrants! erzanizations in question 
wore some 30 in number and were potential political dynamite. They wore 
roquostod to discontinue their political activities and to organize in 
to nationsl groups. Military authorities ordered tho elimination of 
certain personalities who did not fit into the framework of the new 
imnigrents. The Socret Field Police were used to carry out the neces- 
sory arrosts anc the SIFO confined its activities to intelligence service 
work merely. Later when the Secret Police became too busy to carry out 
its own tasks the SIZO was authorized by the military in certain instances 
to carry out executions. The Security Folice gained executive powers 
zradually starting around 1940 and it was contemplated that they should 
take over the total executive powor around the middle of 1944 with tho 
appointment of a higher rolice Leader. ‘ 


Tho first head of the SIFO and SD in Belzium and Northern 
France was Thomas. He was relieved of his office in 1941 and the man 
in charge of the Brussels office became Deputy Chief of the SIrO and 
SD with tho Military Government in Bolgium and Northern France. He 
was subordinate both to the Crhio* o^ the SIFO, the Security rolice, 2nd 
to the head of Military Operations in Belgium. From the Military Chief 
he received his orders for actual work, 


There were 6 departments in the office of the Deputy Chicf 
and tho Security Police: Department One hed charzo of «iministration 
ant. Fersonnel; Department Two, Enemies of the ideology; Department 
Three, Living Areas; Department Four, Gestapo; Department Five, Criminal 
rolico; Department Six, Foreign Intelligence Service. In Department One 
there wore administrative officials. In Department Two there were Så 

some Criminal rolico. In Department Three there wore SA 


[n Dopartment Four there were Gustapo officials and members. 
In Department Five there were Criminal rolico. In Department Six there 
were SD members. 

There existed in Belgium and Northern France independent Belgian 
and French police forces which were under the Governments of those coun- 
trios and with whom the Occupation rolice worked. These national police 
recoived their orders from the Folica Department of the Military Govern- 
nont, and there was a liaison man from tho Belgian police at the offices 
of the Military Government and the Security rolice. 


When it became apparent that the Secret Field Folice could not 
handlo executive functions in addition to its own work, executive powers 
transferred in incividual cases to the Security rolico. When Supreme 
no rolitical Leaders were appointed and tho functions of tho Secret 
3 rolice were transferrei to their department, it was intended that 
Security rolice would then officially have executive powers. This 
never became an accomplished fact because the invasion took place before 
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the Veg -deosbepos of the transfer and iexecutive functions had to bo trans- 
ferred back to the Secret Field rolice. Iven after executive police 
functions had been transferred to the Security folice, the Chief of 
Military Operations retained competence in such matters as defense 
against espionage and defense of tho physical security of tho troops. 


Security Folicomen c&rriod pistols snd carbines and in 1942 
enc 1928 they had machine pistols which had been taken from thoso which 
were dropped by English pilots for the resistance movement in Bolziun. 


There was a zeoneral confusion in the minds of tho pooplo and 
rlso of tho authoritios with rospoct to police organizations. Tho 
sostapo wore generally designated whenever anyone intended to refer to 
. Gorman police organization and as a result the Gestapo was hold respon- 

sible for everything that happened. There was little concept of tho 
dotailed tasks of the Gestapo. This confusion was aggravate by tho 

fact that some unlawful gangs used the Gestapo designation in permitting 
rrosts, mistroatments and other punishable acts. 


Gestapo employees who wore guilty of punishable offenses wore 
broucht to justice at tho SS courts which were much more severe than tho 
"enoral courts. The severity with which illegal actions would be pun- 
ished was made known throuzhout all offices and was read to candidatos 
during their training period. 


Gestapo had nothing to io with the recruiting of foreign 
laborers in Northern France and Belgium, This mattor was handlod by 
the sub-officos of Sauckel. 


Since there were no prisoner-of-war camps in Belgium or 
Northern France, there were no special sercenine units of Gestapo to 
Sesresate those who were racially or politically undesirable. 

The "nacht und nebel docroo" was issued to and carried out 
by the military courts and deportations under this decree were por- 
formed by the Frontier Folice. 


Witness rocoivod Hitler's or Koitol's decree about NY oxocu- 
tion and it was known throuch office of the witness. They had no special 
sub-section called the NN Section. This decree was sent to their office 
even though the execution of the ordor wes primarily 2 function of the 
military courts because tho Gestapo was concerned with interrogations of 
beople who had been classified by the d as falling within tho NN 
Ordor. In these cases the Gestapo know that they were not to give any 
information to relatives of the prisoners pe that no ono was to talk about 
such casos. 


The witness did not hear of tho "decree bullet" until he came 
o Nurnberg jail. While witness was in Belgium he learned nothing 
execution cf tho "commando decree". Tho carrying out of this 
| was exclusively in the hands of the Secret Field Police. 


The Gestapo had no orders for the killine of prisoners to 
prevent their liberation by t^ All‘ c, nor did he know anything of 
tho confiscation and distribution of private property by the Gestapo. 


Gestapo relations with church authorities, includinz specifi- 
cally the Cardinal of Mocholn, were excellent. 


2» sriscns in Belgium during period cf "eene - 
£éministration, mardine. n troatmont f prisoners 
in 


iC 
and classes of inmate 


seople arrosted by the Security Folice in Belzium and Northorn 


Franco were first taken to military prisons end thon before military 
courts-martials. When there was an overflow at the military prisons 
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thoso pecple were takon tc the camp at, Breendonks This camp was admin- 
istered eni zuarded by a special commando staff of the Military Govorn- 
ment. The camp joeation had been selected by the Security rolice at the 
request cf the Military Government. The witness denied the accuracy cf 
Document 276 R.F. 239 which attributed the administration of the camp at 
Breendonk tc the Gestapo. On cross examination witness admitted that 
Gostapo did visit tho camp on official business when there were arrestees 
there whom they wished to interrogate. Document U.K. 76, page 3 which 
cleincd that many communists wore at this camp was not accurate because 
communists had not been sent there as such but only if they belonged to 
bands which had committed violence against Germany's occupying forces. 
Capacity of the camp was not more than 500 people and compulsory labor 
wos hc is of those ke: were fit to work. During the winter of 1941 
SOM COX intsreached Military Government regarding mistreatment and 
^ comission wes appointed to investigate conditions at the camp. The 
Security iolico never interfered with the administration of the camp. 
Tho camp was used for the temporary detention of people who had committed 
crimes azainst the occupying power and for people who were sent there for 
short terns of protective custody. When Gestapo sent witnesses to Breen- 
donk: they did not send orders to tho camp commandant with the prisoners 
but the camp did recoive a copy of tho arrest announcement which con- 
tained a brief statement as to the cause of arrest. From this state- 

ont the commancer of a camp could tell when a particularly dangerous 

‘isonor was being sent to hin. 


Executions at the camp at "reenóonk were only those orcoroc 
by military courts and were carrio. out by military units. Gostapo had 
no part in these executions. Witness was shown Document U.K. 76, page 2 
which stated that 250 prisoners had dist from starvation and mistreatment 
and that 450 had been shot and 12 henzed. He did not know tho numbor of 
exccutions nor of instances of mistreatment. He did know of the outbreak 
of epidemics at the camp. He was ignorant of any collective finos that 
wisht have been imposed on the prisoners but stated that such levies could 
heave orisinatec with the camp director only. He had no knowledze of the 
accuracy of Docunent U.K. 76 which mentioned an order which compelled 
prisoners to crawl uncer the bed and cites other mistreatments. Ho 
thousht that perhaps the prisoners who wore hoods over their heads in 
their cells were members of the resistance movement who had donned the 
coverings so that other prisoners should not recognize then. 


There was a special unit of a special court at Breendonk which 
its prisoners there. These hed been zuilty of a particular secret 


mi it was deemed necessary to conceal the identity of these 
prisoners from the other prisoners. s:erhaps hoods were worn by t^oso. 


Tho witness hed no satisfactory knowledge regarding the claim 
Document U.K. 76, pase 16 thst Breendonk was worse than concentration 
amps in Germany. He never heard of any prisoners having been thrown into 

a ditch at tho camp and was sure thet word of such incidents would have 
recched the Military Commander. He knew of no complaints rezarding mis- 
troatment of prisoners who were intorrozated at Breendonk as was stated 
in Docunont U.K. 76, page 12. Thero were two interrogation rooms there 
furnished like any other Civil Service offices but no torture chambers 
of which witness knew. 


rrisonors were transferred to Breendonk by the entire Security 
rolice throuzhout all 3elzium and France but they were only sent there 
when army prisons had no room and in addition to the Security Police, 
Secret Field rolice, the Field Gendarmerie, and a special unit called 
"roto kapelle" sont prisoners to this camp. Any of those police authorities 
had to procure APER authority’ in order to conduct a third deeroo. Appli- 
cation had to bo made in writing ^ni roasons stated. An application by 
telephone would ae had to be throuzch public telephone and over Bolzian 
lincs. Tho witness did not believe that applications were made this way. 
There wore no specific SIFO or SD prisons in Belgium or Northern France. 
There were no concentration camps in Belgium or in Northern Franco. 
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In Brussels tho chief,of tho office authorized third lozroos. 
In outlying sections tho chiefs of tho lcal offices and later their 
successors, the commandos, and the Security Folico authorized these 
.etions. Thore were no moro then 50 such interrogations during the time 
the witness was in Belzium and it is conceivable that some intbrrogations 
which were authorized did not tako place. The most sovere suthorizod 
measures were the withdrawal of a mo°l, manscles, 2nd beatins with a 
stick. The number of strokes administorad was limited and if more 
than 10 wore «ivon a physician had to be present. Tho witness boliovod 
that ^n outside limit of 15 or 25 strokes was sot. 


On rediroct oxamination the witness stated that tho order 
roquirinz the arrest of a Jow wes obligatory on each member of the 
Gestepo but a diroctivo pertaining to third degree methods in tho 
caso of ^n individual prisoner wes discretionary and it was within 
the judgment and choice of the person handling the case whether or 
not third desree should be employed. 


Socurity Police offices had no torture cells althouch thoy 
did have arrest cells. It would have been impossible to hide tortures 
from the public because police offices were converted apartment 
buildings which were always under the scrutiny of the public. rrisoners 
Kopi nt the police offices wore fed rezulerly and treated well. Ivory 
rrost ordorod by tho Military Commander had tc be noted on 7 copics and 
ono of those was sont to the Belcian police. Yo police doss were used 
azainst priscnors. Thero was no Gestapo Headquarters in Armenticres as 
as mentioned on page 1306 of tho German record. The only such office 
Northern France was in Lillo. It ^ollows that the reference on page 
3308 of the German record to a torture cell in Valenciennes was inaccu- 
There was no one named Stanis (mentioned on peze 15 of Document 
in either the Gestapo or Security Folice crzanizations 
Gestapo office in Arras ncr any Habenor Loos (mentioned 
the same document). 


Foldpolizoi (mentioned on page 19 of Document F. 56 
nothinz to dc with the Security iolico. 


There was no office of tho Socurity Police in Tourquois or in 
zurdray as is stated in Document F. 571 R.F. 307 and there was no 
Gostopo office in Boulogne (stated on page 27). The reference on page 30 
pi seat in civilian clothing misht refer to the Secret Field :olico, 
the Counter Intellizcnce, to specially assiened troops as well as to 
stapomen. 

The witness flatly denicd the following charge in Chapter II, 
vio 80 of Document U.K. 76 R.S. 329: "We can actually say that no one 
errostod by the Gestapo has excaped mistreatment." No one ever made any 

stetenont that he rocoivod such treatment at tho hands cf the police. 

The witness know that such excesses were beyond the mental makeup of the 
professional policemen and there are as many witness.s against the quoted 
st tonent in this document as there are adults in Boleium. Third dezroe 
interrogations were prohibited by law in the caso of women prisoners. 


The order referred to in Document F. 673 R.F., 392 from Keitel, 
dated sugust 18, 19-4, ordering the cessing of proceedings against sabo- 
tours and other non-Gorman civilians unless their actions endangered the 
security and efficiency of tho cer ing forces and requiring tho handing 
over of prisoners whose actions did not so endanger the Germans together 
with appropriate files to the local office of the SIFO and SD was not 
received by tho SIFO in Belgium. The reason for this might have boon 
that the order was issued on :uzust 18 and German forces left Bolgium 
on September 2. Tho crimes referred to in F, 6:1 A, R.F. 320, involved 
the Gohoin o Fold Polizei, an organization quito different from but 
often confused with the Gestapo. This document refers to Section 530 
of tho Gor eime Feld rolizei (Soerot Field Folice) which was never trans- 
forred to the Gestapo. 


ub Be 
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On cross ex^minetion tho witness said that he know nothing 
of the shooting of 15 host^zo8 in Charlerois and Gent on 18 Auzust 
and 23 dummest 1944 by order of tho Higher SS and rolice Leader, as 
is found on the first pago of Documont F ~ 680 B, R.F. 290 B. 


ó. Treatment of the Jews in occupiod Belgium and 
in Northern France 


The evacuation of the Jows from Belgium 2nd Northern Franco 
s handled by Department Two of the Deputy Chief of Security solice 
ich dealt with mattors involving onemies of the ideology. .iftor 
y 19.3 Dopartnont Two was dissolved and matters pertainin= to Jews, 
Masons, end the churches wero trensforrod to Department Four which 
the Gestapo. Section Bichmann was in executive charge of this 
In Brussels tho Jewish Committee was active in taking coro 
personal affairs of tho doportees and in providing clothinz 


nd food supplies during transportation. It wes Department Two which 
srwusforred the Jewish people to tho camp at Mocholn. Toward the ond 
f O or early 19:1 Jews were told to report at a certain place and 
^8 believed that these people wore to ^o used as labor for the 
reconstruction of the Sast. Neither witness nor his associates ever 
ciccussod the final solution of the general Jewish problem. Tho Secur- 
) slice in Belgium did not confiscate tho property or fortunes of 
he confiscation of this --oporty as well as other "enemy 
fortunes" was with Group Twelve o; the Military Administration. 


+ 
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The witness never saw ^ transport which was being used for 
the deportation ovy Jows but he was informed that such trensports wero 
Voll equipped and that the Jewish Cornittoo was instrumental in pro- 
vidins for the health and corfort of the deportees. Up till May 1943 
Department Two had charge of theso transports and after that date a 
special group composed of "Volksdeutsch" shared tho administration of 
the transports with the Order rolice. 


The Jewish Committee was allowed to open homes for children 
This was 2 violation of orders issued by Sichmann. 
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ho camp at Mochola when Gorman troops loft. Tho witnoss hinsolf 
instrumental in this lenient action. 


rrlior to tho establishment of tho camp for Jewish people at 
Mecholu, Jows were kept in Breendonk as a concentration point fron 
which to enigrate. The witness had no specific grounds for disagrcoins 
with the statement on page 3 of Document U.K. 76 that more severe regu- 
intions were applied to Jews than to othor prisoners but he could not 
imagine why that should bo. 


Witness only learned of tho 1938 anti-Jowish demonstrations 
no cane to the office in Munich the following day. Like any 
Gost^po officials, ho was ontircly uninformed in ndvance of 


evonts. 
II. Svidence of Volvrt-: cr Compulsory Membership 


Members of the Security rolice and SD who worked with the 
ortion forces in Germany were professional Civil Servants who hed 
on ordered to their posts. These Civil Servants could not volunteer 
nor could they refuse to serve. The witness believed that the same 
nolās good with respect to members of tho SD who were also serving in 
E ‘ium end in France. With respect to tho witness'own feelings in tho 
ho did not see ^ny renson in 1937 to resign from his regular 


profossional career. Witness knew that a fow police of Munich were 
drafted at the outbreak of war into the Secret Field rolice and that 
curing the war many members of the police were recruited and put into 
the Secret Field rolice. In his commando in Juno 19-40 when he arrived 
in Sclgium there were ten other former members of the police. Most of 
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them did hold important positions end within a month after his arrival 
the whole group was transferred from the Secret Field rolice to tho 
SIFO. 


It was true that tochnically speaking witness could havo 
rosigned on a pension in 1938 at tho timo he loarned of tho anti-Jewish 
domonstrations, but as a practical matter had ho done so ho would have 
forfoitod his pension because ^is | o.sion application had to bo approved 
and approval would never have been granted es long as the police needed 
a largo number of people. 


III. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


On cross examination the witness admitted that when he was 
tho Gostapo in Germany ho know that the Gestapo was sondinz 
~ersons to concentration camps. He knew of the existence of camps at 

Dachau, Sachsenhausen, Oranienburg, Meuth~ussen, and Auschwitz and 
that the SD in the beginning and later the Gestapo in Belgium 2rrostod 
perfectly innocent people because thoy were Jews and sent them to 


prison. 


Ho dofinod a criminal organization as one which was organized 
to commit crimes. He admitted that an organization which torture? 
~eople, stole thoir property and sent innocent people to prison was 
inaulzinz in crimes but he would not concede that it was characteristic 
criminality to merely deport people to concentration camps unless it 

ne with tho intont of bringing harm to thom. Ho drew tho dis- 
n which he thought was important that people who in Belgium 
nc France were taken from thoir homes and deported were not sent 
(the Gestapo thought) for life but merely for a time and in 
D them in labor. He himself was opposed to such treatmont 
and religious question but in the presence of a declared 
omorsoncy did not feol that he could take a stand against it. 
did not daro to pass judgmont with respoct to tho 


y of the actions of the Gestapo and SD toward tho Jowish 
and the churches. He believed the question of the necessity 
confiscation of property of sews was a political interpretation 
hich he wes incapable of forming a judgment. Fe maintained that 
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po wes merely an intermediary for tho carrying out of orders 
it had no moans to determino whether they wore legal or crim- 
He did not boliovo that the criminality of these matters could 
Do ascertained in tho light of tho conscience of the individuals com- 
prising the Gestapo because thoy had no choice other than to obey, bo 
couzt-nartinled, or be sont into front line combat. With respect to 
of the third dogree method of interrogation, it had for its 
i the determination of suspectod organizations. It was not for 
the gathoring of information against the individual himself. It was 
unishuent of the individual in any sense of the word even though 
inJividual might be forced to undergo a flogging of 15 or 25 strokes. 
askod whether this type of treatment was torture, if not punishment, he 
said ho would have to consult a physician as to whothor it should bo 
called torture. 


ta 
vt 


Sunmerized by: J. S. CONWAY 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCT™ OF HANS TESMER 
WITNESS FOR THE GESTAPO ORGANIZATION 
TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION ON 


28 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 2097 TO 2121 


SUBJECT: Organization of Gestapo, with particular reference te Recruitment 
of Personnel. 


Witness joined Gestapo on 15 March 1934. At first he was concerned 
with lew and administrative matters. From March 1936 until he left the 
Gestapo in June 1940 he hold the position of personal roferondery. Ho orig= 
inally hold this pesition in the Prussian District but was later trensforrod 
to the Berlin main office. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


l. Verions Catogori^s of Gestapo Employees 


Witness held position of personal reforondary in Gestapo from 
1926 until 1940. By virtue of this position ho was in chargo of omploymont, 
riviste" and discipline of a11 Gestapo personnel. 


sige were compri of Civil Servants and non- 
Civil Servants. The — wore Ee into two eroups—(1) Admin- 
istrative Group an up that errio out various actions and worked in 
the field—Vollzu omii. The former group took care of admin- 
istrative Yi inde ci such as pay, clothing, food, ote. The latter group worked 
in the fiold, making arrests, soarching, securing confessions, otc. 
administrative employees wore under the jurisdiction of the Reich 
Service law while the executivo employees were under tho law of police. 
As a general rule, the administrative omployoos wore never used for oxocutive 
duties. 


2. Tho Rocrniting of Personnel 
When tho Gestapo was formed in 1923, tho membors of tho 
red from the political dopartmonts of tho police. 
employees wore obtained from the administrative groups of 
epartront. Inasmuch as the now organization of tho Gostapo was 
permanent basis, no members wero hired from other organizations 
, ete. The mon transforrod ho Gestapo wore not nocossarily 
Party or the SS. The only b: ication roquirod of them was 
rt knowledge. 


Replacements were derived from (1) Police Groups, mainly from tho 
Criminal Polico, and (2) Civil Servant applicants for oxocutivo positions. 
Civil Servants did not voluntoor for work with the Gestapo but were 
sent to the Gestapo on temporary duty. This was later changod into an offi- 
al transfor. There was no possibility of a member protesting against his 
un According to German Civil Sorvico law, every Civil Servant was 
required to comply with any orders with rogard to trensfors. If anyone had 
to bo transforred, disciplinary action would have been instituted 
As a goneral rule, it v ~ not possible for a person to bo 
goes to his old organization. Before tho war an omployoo had 
to leave the Gestapo voluntarily as did any Civil Sorv5nt but if 
ho lost all advantages which had accruct. to him as a Civil Sorvant. 
Aftor tho war all onrloyoos were considered essential and it was nocossary to 
btein tho approval of the employment office in order to obtain a roleaso. 


This approval was practically nover givon. 
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administrative employees did secondary work, such as tochnicians 





teletypists, etc. When they were hired, SS mon and Party men were given 

some preference, if all qualifications were equal. Howevor, later many 

Part; men saw a bottor chance for advancement in outside industry and 
attempted to leave the Gestapo. In t: beginning about 70 porcont of the 
employecs wore Civil Servants but as time elapsed this figure decroased 

and at the commencement of tho war they only constituted about 50 percent 

of the entire omployoos. In 1933 thoro wore about 40 administrative officors, 
200 executive officers and 70 omployoos attachod to the Gestapo. In 1940 
this figure had grown to a total of 20,000—17,000 were administrative per- 
sonnel, 11,000 wore executive personnel and 8,000 wore omplcyoos. 


Witness didn't know of a single person who desired to loevo tho 
Gestapo because of any criminal goals or actions. Ho himself handled disci- 
plinary matters relating to the executive officers—for example, two mon at 
ono time were sentenced to Dusseldorf for ono and a half years because of 
their mistroatmont cf prisoners. When cases such as this becamo known in 
official circles they were always investigated and the people involvod 
punished. 


3. Transfer cf tho Gestapo to SS 


In 1936 cr 1937 witness recoived an corder from the Gestapo Main 
Section Chief, Hauplabtoilungsleiter Heydrich, to make certain changos 
within the Gestapo in the interests of obtaining uniformity of the ontire 
Socurity Police.  Thoroforo, an equalization of renk designations was 
achioved by inducting mombors cf the Gostapc inte tho SS. Witnoss statod 
that the main effect cf the transfer was that Gestapc members were thon 
allowed to wear SS uniforms. 


On cross examination witness testifiod that Dr. Bost was his Main 
Section Chief in tho Office of Security Administration end Law. Excerpts 
from his book "Die Deutsche Polizei" woro read to tho witnoss. 


"After tho National Socialist regime, during which tino 
the SS took a larse part in carrying cut tho measuros nocos- 
sary for tho scizing of power by tho NSDAP, the SS, at least 
indirectly, became responsible for now dutios. On 2 April 
1933, tho Roichsfuchrer SS was appointed political polico com- 
mander for Bavaria. Ccrrosponding appointments wore mado in tho 
following months in 211 tho remaining German provinces. On 
20 April 1934, I was appointed Deputy Chicf of the Socrot Stato 
Police, proceeded by the Prussian Minister President Gocring who 
further designated himself chief of the Secret State Police. In 
order to build up an independent and poworful police force, tho 
like of which had not hitherto oxistcd in Germany regular offi- 
cials of tho fcormor police force on tho one hand, ombors of 
the SS cn tho cther hand wore brought in with the uncompromising 
fighting spirit of tho SS. The new crganizations tock up tho 
strusgle against onomios of the people, and tho state, for the 
safe-guarding of the National Socialist Loadership and order. 
The members of the political police who wore, fcr tho time being, 
still the political police of tho individuel German provincos, 
were included intc the SS in increasing numbers so that, in timo, 
for tho first time, mutual omalgamations cf the SS and polico was 
accomplished." 


Witness stated that the above description is ccrroct wherein tho 
connection betwoon tho Reichsfuehrer SS and police was described but ho did 
not agree with tho part whoroin it statod that the Gest*pc and lator Socurity 
Police was to becomo a part of the SS. Ancthor oxcerpt from the book was roadi 


"Thus the SS and tho p.1ice formed ono unit, both in thoir 
structure and in their activity, although thoir individual 
crganizations have not lost their true individuality and their 
position in the larger party and stato administration, with 
which they are concornod from other points of viow." 
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Witness statod that ho had already explained that it had Henne P " 
considorod desirable to create a uniform Security Police. grep pore ak 
rank was, therefore, established. The entire trensfor into I tg 3 
a formality. In his personal cpinion it was done primarily i 
Gestapo officials could wear the SS voiform. nder tho — ien i 
rank ordor, members of tho Gestapo had to filo » writton Pei ln aene 
order to join tho SS. The applicaticns were thon oxamined to prese e ee 
if tho person was acceptable from a physical eg racial standpoint, 

The decree, relative to the acceptance of me t r 
E o Me lb un dated 23 June 1928. Witness emphasized age Fic 
was no pressure exerted on the men to join the SS but that Bt. ee ae 
"pointed out that it was a necessity so far as dutios were concerned. 


4. Lebor Recruits 


o o£ 
Witness testified that labor recruits wore used during the Ware- 
Wo VAIG ^ 1 , ces ions and 
Duo to the loss of personnel because of transfers to now a d uS 
soctions, to fill these places labor rocuits as well as retirod Civi abs 
wo ves , J M à ; K aaa Pins 
workers wore utilized. Tho labor recruits could not pretest their transio 
n ts * » A $ D rore 
into the Gestapo. Their affiliations with tho Party or organization woro 
pig T : ; E 2 r y P" ^ ean 
net checked They did not come to the Gestapo voluntarily but only because 
ro = < Le ALG LS uc ]! : : 
cf laws and directives. This moasuro "^s characterizad by the witnoss as 
boing "an absolute necessity". 
In ecnelusicn, a paze of the trial transcript was read, suggesting 
ad N - Jll; 75 PSS 9 . oe 
fi > Gostapo—among thc ho typists, the 
that all purely office jcbs of the Gestapo—among these tho typists, n 
cuse eam! 1 janitc bo exempted Witness stated that 
heuse administrators, the janitcrs, otc.— be exempted. Wit = Aw Sho 
he placed all non-Civil Sorvice employeos and assistarts in this catogorye 


Summarized by? 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE, OF EBERHARD VON THADDEN 
WITN.SS FOR THE SS ORGANIZATION TAKEN 
FORT A COMMISSION ON THE 11TH JUN? 19 


TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1157 TO 1180 AND 
8 TO 5 


SUBJ.CT: Concentration Camps and the Eichmann Scheme. The Treatment and 
Deportation of Jews, 


(Witness was apperently called to show that the German Forcign 
Ofrico in their investigations on behalf of neutral countries and the Red 
Cross discovered no evidence of mass extermination by tho SS, Wichmann 
and Himmlor ' kept their activities in this respect secret and thoy were not 
known to the Foreign Office or to the 9^ as a whole.) 


Note: In this eonnection see the evidence of Wisliceny, transcript 
.-578, 787-849 end 948-959, 


Witness was a Legation Caommellor, first class, in the German Toreign 
Office and was concerned with Jewish questions from Avril 1943 when he 
acted as liaison with Amt 4 of the RSHA (Eichmann). He was an honorery 
member of the SS and a member of the Party (Pag so 1158). He denicd that his 
position as advisor on Jewish questions was connected with his membership 
in the SS, 


Activitics relating to icl of the Charter, 


*e xtormination Ws ntorvention by Foreign Powers on 
tration Cum nates - 2ison with Fichmann - Visits to 


Sport2tion of Jews to Eastern Terri- 


There was no intervention by Foreign Powers concerning the 
alleged mass murders of Jews from 1943 to 1945 while witness was in chorze 
of Jewish affairs in the German Foreign Office (Page 1158). There was, 
showever, somo intervention on behalf of named persons, including English 
and Americans interned in concentration camps. Great difficultics were 
encountered in arranging the release of such persons since Bichmam declared 
thet the lists of Jews had been destroyed by the bombing of Berlin (Page 
1159), “ichmann-nlso gave tho excuse thet it wes impossible to release 
Jews who hed worked in the armament L' atry becuse they might have ao- 
quired security information. 


In 1928 Belsen was a Jewish camp where foreign Jews were 
Placed to await Farias or ozohange (Page BON TOR Thadden visitol 
Belsen wi 
Jews he found "200d bots. and m dendbabacnt : “He pe Fre Anori 
in 1943, 1944 and again on the 6th anà 8th of April, 1945. There was a 
Ghetto thoro of about 35,000 people guarded by the Czech Police and ade 
ministered and controlled within by Jewish Police who were not liked accord- 
ing to one of the inmates because of their "sharpness", There were only 
l2 S5 mon with assistances in this Ghetto. The total number of doctors 
there was 900 (Page 1161) and there were old people's and children's homes. 


A Red Cross roproeentativo, Dr. Lehner and a representative 
of the Protective Powers Delegation of the Swiss Council were present during 
the 1945 visit. In 1944 Dr. Rassel of the Internetional Red Cross and 
representatives of the Danish Red Cross and Foreign Ministry accompanied 
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The Swedish Government intervened in the case of four 
Argentine Jowossos and in a number of oth r cases (Page 1167). 


witness, Rasscl was allowed to photograph the Ghetto (Page 1162). 


When the Russians occupied the concentration camp Maidenek 
in 1944 they reported that they had found evidence of mass murders, When 
he heard of this Eichmann said to this witness that this could not have been 
truc "since the camp had been destroyed ~ ing to its connection with the 
armencnt industry" (Page 1175). 


Eichmann received all his orcers directly from tho Reichs 
Fuchrer SS and very often no answer was given to the witness's complaints 
(Page 1176). 


In cross examinetion witness wes shown Document PS-3319 - US 
433, Pace 31. (This was a letter signed by the witness stating that since 
tho evrcustion of Jews to the eastern territories could not take place at 
the present time, Jews from different occupied countries would remain in 
Buchenwald for the present. Jewesses 2nd children were to go to Revensbruck, 
Pago 1094), Witness explained that the fact that the Gestapo was on the 
Gistribution of this letter did not mean they were connected with tho opera- 
tion. This was a security mossure concorned with deportation and not with 
liquidation. The Jews in these camps were held there so they would be availe 
able if Foreign Powers "kicked up a fuss", Witness agreed that all higher 


SS "d police leaders were informed of tho contents of this lottor (Pace 
1095). 


Questionod concerning his statement that the Jews, especially 
Guring war timo, were a danger to tho State, witness stated that "safet 
© + y 
"C were unavoidable against people who hac now become enemics" (Pago 
1120). 


aD uj na, RS} ) b rW 
Amt Roscnborz on Anti-Jewish Measures 


Eichmann was not in the SS Main Office but in Amt 4 of tho 
RSHA., He received all his orders from t^ o Reichs Fuchrer SS. Conseyuently 
& complaint to Kaltenbrunner or Grupponfuehrer Mueller of the GESTAPO was 
of no value since they were not informed of his activitics cithcr (P ge 1176). 


The Witness did not know whether “ichmann was evor a member 
of the SS or not, Certainly a few of his co-workers were members of tho SS. 


The witness explrinec. his special reference to 3319-PS5, 

US 433 and GB 287 as follows, Eichmann was unable to come to the meeting 

of the Amt Rosenberg and witness, therefore, mace tho speech on his behalf, 
The spoech concerned the numbers of Jows to be deported to the Fast as well 
as various anti-Jewish executive measures to be carried out (Page 1177). By 
"anti-Jewish executive measures" ho understood the'sprcading of anti-Jowish 
measures and laws in foreign countrics and the deportation of Jews for tho 
duration of the war", (Page 1178). ‘The proceedings of this meeting were 


supnosed to be secret (sco under Knowledge of Criminal Activities, paragraph 
II below), 


In cross examination witness reiterated that Fichmann was 
e member of Amt 4 and that his position was "irregular" since he received 
all of his ordors directly from Himmler (Page 1093). 


II. Knowlodge of Criminal Activitios 
l. Ruuore in tho Foroien Press of Cromations at Theresionstadta 
Tho last visit to Theresienstadt referred to above, was 
occasioned by rumors in the foreign press that up to 6,000 Jows were being 
burned iaily at the camp (Page 11¢7), “iness observed that there were only 
2 or 3 ovens at the camp and that it would "have been impossible to burn more 


then a fraction of the number given", Witness therefore considered that the 
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reports wore false, 


2. Concealment of Pacts concerning Atrocities in Auschwitz by 


Fichman prevented witness from going to Auschwitz for 
security ronsons since secret weapons wore being made there (Page 1163), He 
further ssid that the reports in tho forcign press of oxterminations in this 
camp were of an advantage since the camp "would not be attacked by onomy 
bombers", Tichmann assured the witness that these reports were untrue and 
that tho Jows wore properly cared for (Page 1164). 


Witness then stated he now knows what happened at Auschwitz. 
"Eichmann liod to me quite well ccneerning overything." (Page 1165) 


A discussion arose at this point as to how far the witness's 
own knowlo?7o of these matters was televant. The Defense Counsel claimed 
that since he wes a very high official of the Foreign Office and an honorary 
member of tho SS, the fact that he did not know of such atrocities and that 
“ichmann prevented him from getting any information, suggested that tho SS 
as a whole know nothing of them either (Page 1168). 


~rating Jows 


A number of Jews wore allowed to emigrate to foreign 
countrios fron Theresienstadt and Boleen. The emigration papers were very 
uifficult to obtain since Eichmann was opposed to people leaving Gormany who 
might l'spro^d foreign propaganda", Tho Press Section of the Foreign Office 
was told to look out for such stories in tho foreign press after the Jews 
had left Gormany (Page 1165). 


Witness considered the foreign press reports of mass liouida- 
tion woro"impossible"., There was at one time a schomo for settling Jows over- 
seas and Eichmann told him repeatedly thet since it could not be éontinucd 
until aftor tho war, the Jews wuld be held in camps to elimincte them ss an 
espionase danger. (Page 1168). None of the Jows who were allowed t^ leave 
the country over mado any reports of strocitios, 


The Foreign Offico had considered the recuest of the American 
and British that 30,000 Jows should go to Palestine, There was nover any 
suggestion that the reason why this plan cculd not be carried out was because 
the Jows hac been exterminated. 


(The Prosecution objected to the whole reference to tle 
Palestine plan as irrelevant to the charges against the SS (Page 1169), The 
official reason given for abandoning the Palestine plan was that it would 
effect German policy towards the Arabs. Tichmam never told the witnoss 
that it would be impossible to execute the plan because the Jews had beon 
Killed long ago. (It did not appoar to the Commissionor that much of the 
above testimony was relovant to the SS except insofar as it might be said 
that if *ichmann concealed his activities from tho Forcign Office and only 


took ordors from Himmler that ho might have kept his activities secrot from 
other departments in the SS), 


fo Secrecy attached to the Activities of Fichmann anà his co. 
Workors e Leooma £0 foroien newspapers and radio, 


Witness stated that the claim of the Prosceution that tho 
"whole world" knew about the extermination: was not correct. In Germany the 
only people who could possibly have xuowa about it were those closely connece 
ted with Zichmann and thoso who had accoss to foreign nowspapers and radios, 
In any evont the foreign reports were repudiated at the time by the officers 
conccrnoQd, The SS leaders and everyone elso were prohibited from listening 
to forcign broadcasts except by special permission from Hitler, After 1941 
only parts or clippings of foreign newspapers that especially related to the 
Jewish question were allowod in witness's office, They were classified Top 
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Secret but could be discussed with foreign diplomats and allegations repudi- 
ated. These repudiations, however, voro usually official reports by Himmler 
and Dichmana, Witness had no reasons to disbelieve, He dic not think the 
German people as a whole could possibly have ‘mown. When he was interned 
at Recklinzhaussen he was asked by nuncrous people who knew what his previous 
job at the Foreign Office had been, whether he thought such cases as the 
Hoess casco wore possible (Page 1174), 


In cross oxamination the witness claimed that he hac never 
heard of the declaration of the Jewish question issued by the Allied Powers 
on tho 17th of December, 1942 although ho acmitted that he took over his 
job in the Foreign Office in Avril, 1943. 


Asked what Ambassador Six meant by the"physical elimination 
of PJ^storn Jewry devrives Jewry of its biological reserves" (Page 1100), 
witness said that he could not remember this statement having been mace and 
in any case it was in opposition to what he had said at the same mecting in 
April 1944. 


Cross examined as to what he meant by "executive moasures" 
against the Jews, witness said that this only referred to the transfer of 
Jews to work in camps. In this connection he had nover contemplated liquida- 
tion (Page 1101). There were no other oxecutivo measures. 


Witness had asked for t > preparation of propaganda for 
tho "comprchension amongst all nations of the executive measures against the 
Jews", This did not mean the acceptance of Stroichor'!s doctrines of mass 
slaughter (Page 1102). Asked why he hac. stated in this speech that the 
"executive measures" were to be kept sccret, witnoss said it was only tho 


^ 


numbers of Jews to be deported that was kept secret. 


The Prosecution pointed out that the SS Hauptsturmfudhrer 

Dr, Hallonsiefen had reported on his experiences during the execution of 
anti-Jewish measures in Hungery and a letter wes quoted dated tho 20th of 
April, 1944 which stated that owing to their secret nature the statement 
mace by witness and Hellensiofen (who belonged to Amt 7 of the RSHA) "had 

not been entered in the minutes (Pare 1103). The reasons for this secrecy 


was » no way connected with any now an? àresstic measures bythe RSHA (Page 
1104), 


Reference was mado to a so-c^1lod Taglina Agreement, The 
witness donicd thet ho knew this was concerned with tho Geportation of 
Jews to Roumanie for liauidation, Ho agreed, hovever, that he always 
received reports and figures from T ichmann (Page 1105) but denied that 
ho hau heard of the Liquidation of 110,000 Jews in 1941 on the Bue River, 
there was no connection between this incident and the sending of Himi er's 
orders by witness to all diplomatic ropresentatives for the ovacuntion of 
Jews from nino different countries in Europe in October 1943 (Page 1106). 


Further cross examined by the French, witness stated thet 
the Forciga Office representatives had Little to do with the tekine of civil 
moasuros accinst the Jews, Witness stated that his recommendation to ine 
creaso anti-Jewish propaganda abroad was ‘one at the wish of Tichmann (Page 
1111), Only 2 or 3 officials at t: -cocoign Of^ico could heave known about 
the proposed Liquidation (Page 1112). The Foreign Secretary and Foreign 
Office ‘snow only of the deportation (Page 1114), Reports on the killing of 
Jows wore nover sent to tho Foreign Ministry (Page 1116). "Arvanization 
exports! sont their reports directly to tho RSHA (Page 1117). The Reichs 
Fuchror 85 and Eichmann repeatedly Conied th-t any liquidation took placo. 


Summarized by: A.M.S. NEAVE 
Lt. Colonel, AAG 
Commissioner 
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SUMMARY OF ZY1DÉNÓD oF KARİ ULLRICH WITNESS 
FOR THE 55 ORGANIZATION TAKEN BEFOR3 
A COMMISSION OX 13 JUNE 19:6 


TRANSCRIZT LACES 850 TO 981 


Waffen-SS as part of the Army subject to the same military 
orders as Army units and free from any participation in 
criminal combat methods or violations of the principles 

of war. 


Witness entered the Reserve Corps on 8 January 19954 after 
inz attended the SS Junker School at Braunschweig. He served from 
on in the Engineer Corps of the SS as Platoon and Company Commander. 
battalion was in the campaigns in Austria, the Sudetenland and 
Ho entered tho Polish Campaign as Company Commander with the 
Reserve Troops of an Engineer Battalion. In 1940 he was in the Yugoslav 
Campaign. In 19-1 to 1942 he was in the Russian Campaign. In 1942 he 
was in the occupation cf southern France and from 1942 until the end of 
tho war ho was engaged. in the Eect. 3y the end of the war he had become 
Commender of the SS Armored Division Viking. (p. 351) 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 
l. Military character and duties of tho Waffen-SS 


From 1929 until the capitulation tho Waffen-SS was part 
the German Ground Forces and under the orders of the Army just as 
vory other Army outfit. (p. 853) 

The morale of the Waffen-SS as a military group was particularly 
good because Waffen-SS members believed in the necessity of the war and 
all thought that tho war was forced upon Germany. Thus all members saw 
in this job the fulfillmont of the dutics even if it meant the giving 
of thcir lives (p. 853). This belief in the necessity of war had not 
arison until war began and it had not been part of the oducation of SS 
nem>ers to teach that war was absolutely necessary. The SS mon had voon 
teucht that they had to be stron: in order to avoid being attacked. Up 
until the very date that they went over the border they hoped that war 
could be prevented even though thoy were angered ^t nowspaper reports of 
the mistreatment of Germans by tho Polos. They believed that the occu- 
pation of Czechoslovakia hed been agreed upon by the Chiefs of the States 
of Czechoslovakia and Germany. (p. 863) 


There was no difference in the fighting methods between the 
y and the Waffen-SS. The Waffou-SS did not indulge in terrorist 
^suros. Any special evil reputation which the Waffen-SS may have 
ined was not due to savage conduct `n battle or with respect to 
troatnent oa the enemy but was wv. result of enemy propaganda. (pp. 
DS 55, 864) 


On cross cxamination tho following statements of Himmler were 
reed to tho witness from Document 1919 P.S., ^s a refutation cf his 
statement that their bad reputation wes 9211 duo to enemy propaganda’ 

"We have only one task, to stand firm, and carry on the national strug- 
glo 1 without morcy;" and "I will now say again something which I have 
ready today said to mon elsewhere. We will never let the oxcollont 
rd of dread and terrible roputation which preceded us in battle 
or Kharkov fade, but will constantly »dd a new meaning to it. They can 
us what they like in the world, tho main thing is thet we are the 
ally loyal, obedient, steadfast and unconquerable fighting men of 
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the Germanic people and of the Fuehter, the SS of the Gerranic Reich." 
The witness believed that this meant simply that they had gone cut to 
win the war. He did not see any ccnnection with criminal activities. 
When pressed, he admitted that the clause, "the dread and terrible 
reputation which precedes us in battles", does sound like something 
which has to do with terror organizations. (pp. 855, 866) 


The courts martial discivline within the Waffen-SS units 
was enforced by courts martial just as in other Army units. Prisoners 
of war were not handed to the SD but first to the interrogation units 
within the Division and then sent to the collection point by Waffen 
Military Police. The witness nove. saw instances of cooperation betwee 
his organization and tho SD. (p. L094) 


The relations between the troops and civilian population which 
they encountered in occupied territory were very good. The first scare 
which people usually had upon hearing that thoy were SS was quickly 
alleviated when tho people observed that they conducted thomselvcs 
docent mon. Witness learned from prisoners taken by his unit that 
ps had told them that there was no pardon with the Waffen-SS. 

p. 855 


There was no destruction of villages by the Waffen, except 
as a matter of war nocossity and whonovor it was necessary to fight 
within village limits efforts woro made to transport civilians to tho 
rear. These were not transported back to Germany as slave labor but 
just from the immediate area of the fighting. (p. 856) 


Witnoss! unit was never used in anti-partisan werfaro. Ho 
nover saw any partisans on the front and when his ontfit retired for 
2 short while behind the line, partisans did not molest thom because 
thoy were in mass formation. He remombored a single cese of an attack 
upon & battalion officer and his staff who were coming from the roar 
with replacement units. Front line units believed that anti-partisan 
measures were military necessity in order.to protect the troops at tho 
ront and to keep the road open for replacements. Witness was told 
is while on furlough when he visited a friend who was stetionod at 
c Hoadquarters of tho Reichsfuchrer. This friend was Chief of 
A which had to do with anti-partisan activitios. 


th 
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Witness was transferred c the Totemkopf (death head) division 
in 1941.. This was efter this unii had been taken away from concentra- 
tion camp work. He never visited any concentration camps. Ho had mot 
inmates of concentration camps on the road on several occasions but 
they told him that thoy were not allowed to give any information. 


information during a casual mcoting. 


On cross examination vitnoss concodod that although his unit 
had nover guarded concentration camps an elite organization was noodod 
to guard such camps (p. 867). No olito organization was noodod to run 

ho mur&or factories at Auchwitz and other concontration camps. Tho 
witness road of SS men performing these concentration camp tasks after 
the capitulation. 


The witness had a number of meetings with Himmler in 1941 
and 1942 and also in 1945 Himmler visited the front lines for his own 
personal orientation. Again later in 1942 the witness stopped by at 
Himmlor's Field Headquarters on his way to a furlough. In 1943 Himmlor 
nado a visit to tho witness! unit in Kharkov and in July 1944 ho mot 
Himmler at Fimmlor's Ficld Headquarters on the occasion of a presontation 
of the Eichenlaub to the Ritterkreuz by Hitler. (p. 859) 


Witness admitted on cross examination that he had rccoivod a 
complete training in Nazi ideology and ideas in the SS Junker School. 
This training was part of the education system in the Party Program. 
Ho considered Himmler's ideas and the interpretation of National Socialism 
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as correct and he considered it his task as SS officor to influence 

his ron towards these convictions. He himself hed never soon or 
experienced or heard of the coopor^tion between the SS and tho police 
troops in the Polish campaign but he was willing to concede that 
Himmler, when talking to the offic +s of tho Liebestendarte SS, told 
them tho truth. The following oxc..pts from Document P.S. 1919 U.S.A. 
302, Himmler's speech in Metz, were read tc him: "Very frequently, the 
members of the Waffon-SS think about the deportation of this pooplo 
here," (referring to the deportation of people in Alsace and in the 
Ruhr); "These thoughts came to mo today whoa watching the vory difficult 
work out there performed by the Security Police, supported by your mon, 
who helped a great deal. Exactly the samo hing happened in Poland in 
weather 40 degrees below zero, where wo had to haul away thousands, ton 
thousands, hundred thousands: whoro we had to have the toughness — you 
should hear this but also forget it again inmcdiately - to shoot thousands 
of loading Poles, whoro we had to have the toughness, otherwise it would 
have tekon revenge on us later;" and "You will gladly admit, in many 
casos, it is much easior to go into combat with a company than to sup- 
press and obstruct your population of low cultural level in some area 
with a company, or to carry out executions, or to haul away people." 


II. Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 


The Waffen-SS was made up largely of pre-war voluntecrs and 
men that streamed into the Waffen-SS at the beginning of the wei. Most 
of the officers snd non-commissioned officers had been together in 
peace-time and entered combat together. The Waffon-SS for a timo was 
a closed unit ~ a closed and cooperative group. (p. 860) 


After 1943 drafted men entered the Waffen-SS. Witness tosti- 
ficd that there were not many deserters but he could not say whether all 
who served with the Waffen, except ^or the deserters, did so voluntarily 
and willingly. He know that war duty was a necessity for Germany and 
whether they wanted to or not they 2d to stay. (p. 853) 


III. Knowledge of Criminal Activitios 


Commissar Order became known to the witness! unit shortly bofore 
the beginning of the Eastern Campaign but it practically was never carried 
out. This was because usually prisoners had no designaticn of rank what- 
socver and a Commissar could not be judged from other prisoners. Also 
the Waffen thought it was against human rights and all disciplinary ideas 
of the Army to give troops tho right to shoot certain prisoners of wer 
without trial and without interrozation. (p. 854) 


Men of the witnoss! unit did not hear or know of extermination 
carps or of the extermination of Jaws. From their position out front 
men and leaders did not secure an; information and men who camo to thom 
as replacements might have been connected with guard outfits at those 
ccncontration or extermination camps but tho members of the Waffen did 
he ad hem of their past experiences or what they had soon in tho rear. 

pe 858 


With respect to the Binsetzkommandos or Command Grours of the 
S2 and Socurity Police, the Waffen units knew and had heard that there 
were police and security outfits away in the rear. They rogardod this 
as & necessity but had no knowleds> cf what these units did and had no 
information regarding thom. ‘No mon from units with which the witnoss 
Sorved had been transferred tio tho Binsatzkommandos or special task 
forces end witnoes personally never heard of anything like that being 
dome. (pp. 858, 859) 


On cross examination tho '"itnoss was informed that 2 private 


in the Waffen-SS had ‘tostificd that he had heard of tho Einsatz Group 
as early as 1931.  Witnoss did not know that Action Group A of the 
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@insatzkommandos was nado up of 34 percent SS. This was called to his 
attention from Document L 180 U.S.A. 276, page 14 of the English trans- 
lation. He stated that he had had the impression that the anti-partisan 
activity in the East was boing conducted by Security Divisions of the 
Army Police Regiments and Police Battalions. He was not aware that 
these groups comprised exactly tho makeup of tho Einsatz Group. He had 
no knowledge of any reports made by these groups from May 1941 until 

May 1942 regarding their activitios in slaughtering Jows and partisans. 
(pp. 868, 869) 


On redirect oxamination it was elicited from tho witnoss that 
an Army group in Russia occupied front line terrain to the extont of 
about 4 to 800 kilometors. On the assumption that Group A of t^» Bin- 
satzkormendoe of the SD which was responsible for the entire aroa of 
Army Corps North contained 1000 men in all and 330 of these wero SS 
mon, this was a negligible fraction of tho SS mon who would bo fighting 
in that area. 


At tho time of tho Roehm Purge in 1938 witness and his ontiro 
battalion were off on furlough an did not arrive back in Munich until 
tho first of July whon the ontiro thing was over. Therefore, witness 
had no first hand knowledge of it - d did not know anything of tho 
part carried out by the SS in this incident. The following statement 
from page 29 of Himmlor's book, "the SS as an anti-Bolshovik fighting 
organization," was road to him? "I know that there are many poople 
in Germany who become sick whenever they soo these black coats. Wo 
understand the reason for this and vo do not expect wo shall bo lovod 
ty the many." The witness had no comment to make regarding this state- 
ment. 


The witness did not know of an order signed by Keitel, dated 
13 May 1941, specifying special measures to be adopted in the aroz 
Barbarossa and he was not acquainted with the execution of those moasures 
by tho units. He was Battalion Commander at the time and was frequently 
stationed in villages. He nover had occasion to carry out theso moasures 
since the population was good naturod and decent and caused no difficulties. 
Tho document which sot forth this order was 184 P.S. Witness did not 
consider this order ^ decent one because the Folitical Company Commis- 
sionors of the Red Army were soldiers, because it was detrimental to 
discipline to allow troops to shoot anybody at will, and because the 
Waffen-SS Commanders believed that these commissioners could sive thom 
mach information upon interrogation. Ho never reported to the ‘igher 
Command that ho was not carrying out this order. (pp. 875, 876) 


He did not know of tho order of 16 September 1941 concorning 
the action of fighting against Bolshevism and Communism in tho o&cupiod 
Eastern torritorios. This was Document 389 R-98. The following excerpt 
wos read to the witness: "In order to suppress these machinations from 
the beginning, right on the first occasion, the strictest means have to 
bo employed to insure the authority of the occupation forces and to 
prevent further spreading. Here ^/'o has to be considered that a human 
lifo in those countries affected oi.on doesn't mean anything and a deter- 
rent offoct can only be achieved by extraordinary strength. As atonomont 
for the life of one Gorman soldior a ponelty for 50-100 communists must 
bo gonor&lly considered as propor." Witness said ho was unfamiliar with 
this document. He repeated that tho Waffen-SS was under Himmlor only 
insofar as personnel orders were ccrcárnod. 


Summarized by: J. S. CONWAY 
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Karpfenstein had anything to dow.th the es stablishment of the camp but, 
when confronted with ( roering ts testimony (page 5839 of the Tribunal 
Transcript), he admitted his mistake in this respecte Asked whether 
Karpfenstcin's expulsion from the Party was sufficient punishment for 
part in the atrocities, witness countored with the opinion that Karp- 
wistein was FOU because of participation in a conspiracy with Ober- 
-euppon fuehrer von Heydebreck, Chief of the SA in Pomerania, during the 
Roehm Putsche (pp 671, 672) 


2. xis = Innocence of Gestapo in Jewish Pogrom 


ae. ewe. E s. ae y 
of B and 9 November 19 


janan tostiiiod that Gestapo officials were called into 
ydrich, the head of the Gestapo, on 8 November 1938 in 
At this 5 necting Heydrich announcod that reprisal measures against 
would on ensue for the murder of the Councillor of the Embassy 
LS was implied that is action was instigated by 
po ogrom did not rise from 
police ae that sat co participa be restricted to pre- 
vontivo ures., Gestap icials were ordered to return and attempt 
end to t pozror They were svecially 1 instructed to 
pe of doni de The witness xplained the contradiction 
testimony dnd the tructions | contained in Document PS 3051, 
Weick is a teletype to all Sobre ffices from Heydrich, directing that 
the police are not to pr vont the demonstrations, by expressing his opinion 
that when Heydrich sent the teletype the synagogues ae already on fire 
and excesses had already taken place and he could not then issue an order 


to prevent 


the witness returned to Koenigsburg from Munich, he 
icd from his xecutive Department that the synagog nad been set on 
and that buildings of the Jews had boen evacuated and s -— E the 
he population had taken and distributed furn nit ur pee igs 
l SA men had killed 3 o ows. Gestapo o j uid bce 
i ant further looting nit ess en 
guards, He voducshad the 
ws restored and he took a number 
ae der to protect them. These men 
local Fire y zade's School where they were 
within a matter of weck Not a single Gestapo 
property and he himself was ? sii ble for the 
vish woman who been the gnis ss of von Rath 
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cross examination the witness admitted knowledge of an 
dated 10 November 1930, to all State Police Stations 
arrest as many rich Jews as could be accommodated in the 
orcviso that the prisoners should be healthy and young, 
appropriate Concentration CaimpSe 
planation that it was 
order was considered 
admittod that it was in 
intained that he disobeyed the 
ws into the Concentration Camps. He did 
arrested on November 10th and 11th but was 
t thi AS corroct number, 

DTI l dein before he 
returned to Koenigsburg from ic was tolo hat the Gestapo did 
not knor of the burning of scuba in his area until after the action 
was in full swing He did not consider the order which required a law 
protectins orcanization to stand by and do nothing to prevent destruction 

02 but ho and his omploycos thought that it was motivated by a 

to stop excitonont among the population. (pp 662-666) 


The Gestapo did not find out who was responsible for insti- 
the anti-Jowish demonstration in Koenigsburg. The demonstrators 
to the synagogue might have been SA mon and political leaderse 
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Groups of Brown Shirts paraded the streets ' the riotse me operation 


was a largo scale one and was supposed to tin 


(pp 667, 668) 


On further cross oxamination the witness was again shown 


Document PS 3051 which was sent 3 or h hours after witness! Lappe net 
Tovadrier De 460 c8 ma03h P £12 1 t a ALS n C Obate 
1 Hoydrich. Paragraph 1 of this teletype instructed Chiefs oi State 
their deputies to arrange joint meetings with loca. Mare dA 11 
maintained thet these discussions were arranged so that the 
vetter choke off the demonstrations. He repeated that their 


1 synagogue. He explaine d 


wore to stop the burning of th: 
paragraph A of the same document that the Gestapo should 


assures as would orevent danzer to German life or property 
allow synagozues to be ^urned only when there was no 


to su rrou nding property, by no inting cut that this was an order 


Himmler and intended for tho cutire German police, not just 


Ü 


(pp 67h, 675) 


Hc had no knowledge of any instructions to the Gestapo to 
valuable obj scts in Ls! He was confronted with 
tement of Heydrich ape L) will also 
find an arre angenent for objects in Jewi 


ogion," (pe 677 
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He romembered an order which stated that the Jews who 
to leave Germany could be released from ihe camps and maintained 


(^ to release a numb: >? Jews but he did not be- 
thousands of Jews 1 rder to "dete 


NE 


i 
that he ‘d this order 
licve that the Gestapo was 
them to leave Germany 
offered tr engi ol 
thts orders and 
208 would have been 
at none of the syna- 

on orders from Heydrich, 


Or 





iW 


SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF KARL WAHL , WITNESS 
ZOR THE CORPS OF POLITICAL LSADERS 


TAKES BEFORE A COMMISSION OW 


15 JULY 1946 


TRANSCRIPT PAGE NOS; 


SUBJXOZ: Organizational Set-up, Aims and Activities of a Gauleiter, 


Witness joined the party in 1922 and acted as Gauleiter of Gau Schesaben 
in Baveria from 1928 to 1945. In 1935 he became the President of the Govern- 
ment in his Gau, 


1. tivities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


1l. Organization Book of NSDAP. 
The Organization Book, Document PS-893, was characterized by 
the witness as a thecretical document which had no practical value. He stated 
that it was one of the least read books in the whole Heich and that its large 
circulation could be attributed to the fact that everyone down to the Orts- 
gruppenleiter was compelled to buy one. It was termed "the organizational 
nonsense of Dr. Ley". Hitler himself appeared to disaporove of it, as was 
especially evidenced by the fact that in 1932 he sent a memorandum to the 
witness in which he stated his desire to have organizations kept to a 


wes 
minimume. 


The term "Hoheitstrager" was conceived by Dr. Ley. The 
political leaders refused to use tne term as they never felt they were 
sovereign men but only humble servants of the population, Although the 
Organization Charter included Blockleiters and Zellenleiters as Hoheitstrager 
in actual practice only the Gau, Kreis and Ortsgrupnen leiter belonged in 
this category but not Zellenleiters and Blockleiters, The publication "Der 
Hoheitstrager" was received only down to the ranks of the Ortsgruppenleiter,. 


The Block and Zellen leiters hed no sovereign rights or legal 
or police authority which justified the implication that they were "Little 
Wazi kings", They vere merely the helpers of the Ortsgrunpenleiters in 
technical questions and their main tasks involved the collection of contribue 
tions, the selling of cards, etc, Witness maintained that it was not a task 
of Block and Zellen leiters to spy on people and denounce them, The organiza- 
tion charter was not in accord with facts wherein it relegated that function 
to them, However, he admitted that if in his Gau someone had grumbled about 
Hitler and if the Block or Zellen leiter had heard about it, they should 
denounce the person as any party member would, but it was not their specific 
duty as political leaders to do so, Tho witness neither gave nor received 
orders to the effect that the Blockleiters and Zellenleiters should spy on 
the people and denounce them if necessary. 


2, Mvidence Pertaining to Organization Set-Up, 


There wore 42 Gaus in Germany. The Prosecution's contention 
that the Hoheitstrager, including Block and Zellen leiters, totalled 600,000 
people seemed too small to the witness due to the fact that the turnover from 
1930-1945 was very large. He estimated that there were about 12,000-15,000 
political leaders in his Gan, 


On the Kreis Staff witness considered as political Amts the Educa- 
tional Amt, the Staff Amt, tho Propaganda Amt, the mmloyees Amt, the 


Yroasurers Amt and the Organizational Amt. The professional offices consisted 
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of the Amt Protective, the Amt for Public Health, the Amt fer Agriculture 
and Economic Problems and the Amt for War Industry. Separate prefcssienal 
organizations, such as the Reich National Socialist Prefessers Organization, 
also maintained liaison men in both the Gauleiter and Kreisleiter offices. 


In regard to the NS Women's Organization, the coerrespending 
women Leaders in the Orts, Gau or Kreis were at the samo time in liaison with 
the Steff of Orts, Kreis and Gau, 


Witness had attended various Reichleiter, Gauleiter and Kreis 
Togung (me-tings), At first there were open discussions at these mectings but 
uring tho last 10 years "there were no more discussions", Talks were not 
secret and press attended. The topics varied with the group - but criminal 
activitios were never discussed, that is, such as plans for ageressive warfare, 
etc. Witness knew of Hitler's decree according to which no one had a right 
to know more about orders than absolutely necess*ry for execution of his 
personal ordors and stated that it was "considered a reality". 


7 


3. Relation of Political Leaders tn Other Organizations. 


Political leaders had no influence with regard to the work of 
the SS, However, good relations were maintained by the witness with both the 


SS and the SA but he stated that controversics with the GESTAPO were unavoidable. 


4, Concentration Cams. 

According to the witness the SS established camps and provided 
supplies for persons interned therein, The political leaders had no part in 
their sct-up and as a general practice were not allowed to visit them, Witness, 
a daulciter, had to have Himmler's permission to even enter one. The witness 
was violoutly opposed to the maintenance of concentration carpe and often 
expressed this view to Hitler. One conversation, occurring in either 1936, 
1927, 1938, was rocalled wherein Hitler stated that ho could not let enemies 
"un froc damaging the reconstructicn and he shouted that if he had an island 
he would put them there but as long as he had no island they would have to 
stay in the concentration camps, 


5, Attitude Towards the Church. 


Witness know of directives against the Church emanating from 
Bormann but he did not aprove or follow them. He referred to the action of 
Adolf Wagner, Gauleiter and Kultusminister of Bavaria directed against 
crucifixes in schools and stated that he stopped the directive as far as 
possible, 


ens 
^u 


The political leaders did not impede church activities, did not 
ask anyone to resign from the church and were themselves nev^r recuested to 
resign, On one occasion Bormann sent an emhissary to the witness regarding 
Bormanna's so-called monastery property order. Pressure was out on tho witness 
te transfer the monastery in his district to the Party. However, witness 
áciayed action and later Hitler ordered that the action be stopped altogether. 


6. 


Witness recoivod directives from Bormann, Goebbels and Himmler 
regarding the treatment of Allied fliers but he did not transfer or execute 
the orders, (The Bormann directive provided that participants in lynchings 
of fliers were not to be vunishcd)Ae he was an ex-soldicr himself, he believed 
thor should be well treated and for this reason could not comply with the 
orders, He did not know of any instance of mistreatment of an enemy flier 
although his district was heavily attacked. 


— 


7. Treatment of Foreign Laborers, 
There were between 40,000 and 50,000 foreign laborers in wite 


noss's Gau. Most of them worked on the farms. Witness had two deputics, a 
Deputyof Labor front and a Deputy of Reich Food Sstate, who were ordered to 
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put a stop to any bac situations and to report to witness if they were unable 
to do so, However, on tho whole the foreign laborers wero treated equally as 
well as German laborers. 


Witness know of certain decrees relative to harsh treatment of 
Polish Laborors but they wore not treated any differently than other forcign 
wokers in his Gau, On crossecxamination, Document 790-68, a directive issued 
by a Gaumtsleiter severely restricting rights and privileges of Polish workers 
was brought to Witness's attention, He stated that the Document was confined 
to Gau Badon and that although some Kroisleiters executed the orders the 
majority of the people concerned with the directive merely laughed about such 
things as thoy were not practical. He never received that particular ono, 
Document D-884A,8 letter dated in 1944 from the Gaustebsemleiter of Baden 
Elsass regerding regulations port»sining to pregnancy of foreign women workers 
was «lso introduced. Witness stated thot he loathed these things 2s much as 
the Tribunal. 

8. Persecution of Jews., 

Before seizure of power, the party took tho view that only 
influcntial Jews would be removed from their positions and no harm would come 
to the average little Jew — but sfterwards witness was horrifiod to discover 
that tho GESIAPO was removing Jews from his Gau without his being asked about 
it, Tho GSTAPO was acting on Himmler's orders and sending them to concentra- 
tion camps. There were about 3,000 Jews in witness's Gau. He was unable to 
prevent their removal. 


Periodical press notices asking pooolo not to buy from Jews was 
only effect of Jewish boycott in 1933. 
Witness was ill in a sanitarium during excesses of lOth and llth 
1938 but he issued orders to his deputy th-t he wos to do everything 
ower to prevent destruction of Jewish property. 
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of November 
within his 
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Excesses seemed to be under no central direction = had no focal 
point, were undertaken by individuals and participants wore therefore mixed 
end included Sa, 55 and politic:1 leaders, 


Ile _Zvidence of Compulsory Participation in the 


Witness testified th-t he was femiliar with a decree of 1941 or 1942 "4 
Y 


which provided that party members who fused to take over & party offico were 
to be subject to trial by a party tribunal. Witness testified on both direct 
and cross cxamination that he thoroughly disapproved of the official leadership 
with regard to tho Jowish problems, concentration coms, the Church struggle 
and lynching of fliers, etc. and ofton was on the verge of resigning his office. 


4 
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However, he felt compelled to remsin in his position for various reasons = fear 
some ono worse would be appointed, loyalty to the people in his Gau, etc. 
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€UDnJEGT: The Stahlhelm 


"itnes- was a senior archives counsellor by prof: ssion and resided in 
mnich Pasin. ve wag never a member of the Party. Within the Stahlhelm 
orsanization he was first Obereruppenfuehrer and then succccively held the 
nocitions of Bettalion Leader of the ences ? ssociotion Bocklanc ane Le iet 
of the Landes "ssociation Bavaria, which incluccc Pavaria-Hockland, Franconia 
ond Beveris-OsUnerk. 


c, Seldte ond Duasderberg 
there were npproyi 


lue 500,000 young men under LO y: 


Givicod into 4 groups: the Sehrrnhorst, “hich 
|) to 16 veers of tge; the Jungstchlheln, who 
wore from 16 to 22 ye^rs old he nrstchihelm or sport formation, “ho 5 gc 
hokwcon 3^ 2nd ro^pe of as wc the Kernstehlhelm, which war conmposec o 
hetwoon 22 “nd 34 yeorre of age; ic the Kernstehlhelm, i f 
members over 34 y 


1 J * T)4 325 off 1 vb a m Tn leo TN 
constitution o authorized 2 Buncesfuehrer, ^ iuncec 


consisted c 2 plus 5 number of L^nóesfuchrer 
Ivy or memborghio meeting of the entire Buna. Thc 


jn this demoer^»tie constitution, 


of helping to build ^» strong 
1, rb the stm sing the m^intenenee of tmic^blc rels- 
, n Tie > H 
other nation 
close comredeship vhi shey hod onjoyod nc German 
Pricndly spirit so th t it might permeste th: 
N S00 sult of their id recollections of the horrors of 
members wore not ot rll willing to prrticipate in nother. 
To race cene 2M wee pe a“ — 4-611 "s 
considered th: waseilles Tresty © wrong to Germeny, Stehlhelm 
E ZR : "e ES 1 AJ ee | - r at on ced 91 } 
members Lovee to achieve its modification by mesns o! friendly contact with 
the veterenst groupe in other countrics. > this end they established 
contacts vith Prench, Pnelish enc Fussian votorens! orgenisctions. 


a s- E 3 Tc memhora reecived nining 
The Stehlhelm tied no milit-ry ^c'^ivitios. Its members reccived treining 
in sthloties whieh wis celled vehr sport treining. 


ALl Towieh r ho had yarhicins bod in Wo ‘La We er. cligible to 
bocome members of Lh Meny 
org nization. 


rewieh poople did, in feet, join this 





Ba Assimilation of the St Stahlhelm Into tne SA 


On 27 June 1933 the Stshlhelm wos made aubordineto to the supreme 
lendership of the SL. This occurred after Seldte hed tokin over the 
dictatorship of the Stahlhclm on 27 April 1933, in violction of the 
constitution of the orgeniantion. In order to recomplizh this stop, Selcte 
Gismissed 2nd Fuehrer Tusderberg, who vas cproced to the delivery of the 
St£-hlhola into the hends of tho Sh and the Party. This move by S-18b 
highly uwncopuler ^mong 8t55hlholm members. 


Tuo orders from mitler reconpliched the emelgemetion of the Stchlhclm 
into the 8^. The first wos v decree “hich put the org^ni;^tion totelly 
under the command of the supreme SA lecdor; nd the sceond order of 4 July 
wes silenced by chief of staff Roehm snd spoeifienlly demenéed the insertion 
of the "chrstahlhclm (yJungstchik« im one sport forme tion) into tho Sh. 

In the Landes district of the witness, thie tr-nsfer took leee in U"cotewbor 
and October of 1933. 


Wolf 5 million members of the “chretehlhe lm (Jung stehihelm ene sport 
formation) vere sssimileted into the 84; epproximctely 442,000 meubers of 
the Xornst^hlholm voro trensferrcd to the SA Reserv: #1 by order of Rochm 
on the basis of the July 1933 directive of Hitler; but ther. were shout 
helf © million Strhlhelm mombers who belongod to sho Kernstshlhelm rho vere 
not sssimileted into the SA enue to hoe ‘boing ove = = yers ji "go OI 

uygic^lly Gisebled. Tt hed been eontemplated thr a ibers of the Kernstchl- 
helm over 45 years old should form ^ et Reserve II "d aid ves ever conc 
‘hout this. of thc Seh-rnhorst group, holf o million members were trons- 
forred into the Hitler Youth snd these did not become members 

Tho Stahlhelm vus not consulted in »dv^nec vith reg^t 1 to this 

promise “hich they receive of ^utonomy within the SL org^niz^tion 

fulfillec.  Stehlhelm lecders vere trensferred in grade but very fc 

them "ere ever given positions of authority vithin eny cc m^ndg or command 
units in the SA orgrnizction. The vitncoss could give this inform^ticn for 
other chapters of tho ct2hlh.lm orgenistion, in eddition to his on. 

on 25 Tenucry 1925, SA Reserwe # 1 ves transferred into the SA propcr. 
This trensfer required severcl onthe. Tn sone eases it wos done by 
meeng of ^ cexcmoninl transfer; in other enses, the order wos reed to the 
men ot ^n nesembly; but in all enges tho ncovlo involved kner thet they 
were then in the Sh. 

With very fev exceptions, th: members of the Stahlhelm org niartion did 
not enjoy being treneforred to the SA. They were, however, poverlose to do 
enytüing cgcinst this order. 


fter their assimiletion into the $", most Stehlbeln members remcined in 
secret opposition to the N8D^P ^nà 35s clrim of tot 


At the time of the ssc Putsch, wistness heerd thet the S/ hoc 
assemblea «t Oberrelisenfeld end thet the Reichs r hed been put in 2 etete 
of nlo^rm. Ho alerted his 5tohlnclm unit snd ANE them at the dis posal of 
th. commonder of the Wehrkreis for use a¢geinet the She This proved to be 

i 


e: 
unnecessary as the Putsch itself took coro of Tochm onc hi" co-conspirrtors. 
Such "ng tho resentincnt of Strhlhelm mombers at hoving becn assimilated 
into the €^ thet the N-tionel Socialist press charseterized the Stahlhelm *8 
c gothoring place for enemies of the Nazi system, Thore vere meny 
eonvictions end srrests of Stahlholm menbers ond Stahlhelm form^tions during 
1923, 1934 and 1925. Sone of those arrests vere enused heenurc the Stahl- 
helm mon attumpt o0 to get out of the SA. 
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SUMMARY OF DVIDENCE OF HANS WEGSCHSIDER 


CORPS OF POLITICAL LTA 


Oresnizational Set-up, Aims -~d4 Activities of Ortsgruppenleiter 
in Rural Germany. 


joined the Party on Marctr 28, 1933. On the same day he was 
appointed rtgruppenle iter and on the l5th of April 1933 he became a 


Durgomeister. He continued to serve in both functions until the end of the 
His district included Hirschdorf, Gemeide, St. Lorenz and Allgau. 


I. Activities relating to Article 6 of the Charter. 
onization cf the Ortszruppe. 


In witness's district tho Ortsgrunve organization consisted of A 
Kassenleiter (treasurer), an organization leiter, a training leiter, cigh 
blockleiters ang two Zellenleiter. The Zellenleiter took care of four blocks. 
They received dues from the Blockleiters and distributed informational mate 
erial to "iet. The Blockleiters in turn distributed the material to perty 
members while collecting the dues. The Blockleiters were sometimes also 
wiilisod for community work, 


Files were kept regarding contribution of dues but witness 
stificd that in his district there were no files showing political connec- 
oie of the peopl 


The Ortsgruppe had no authority in police matters and coulda not 
call upon the SS 


Witness held three large tings of a droga d nature 
933 and 1989. Other mectings were orderod by the Kreis. These mectings 
were usually held in the spring and fell of the year as to the rural nature 
of the Gistrict and were open to the public. Kreis lecturers «nd Gau 
lecturers clerified theevents of National Socialism to the people anc also 
Aiscussed events occurring in agricultural organizations. 


^hotvoon 
VOUWCOIL 


The witness held meetings with his political leiters about 
every six months, principally to ascertain the reaction of the people to 
various agricultural directives and so on, The Block and Zellen leitors 
did not have mertings or conferences among themselves, 


About twice or thre tines a year the witness attended 
ference with the Kreisleiter, At these meetings the Reichs Staff and 
Amts leiters were assembled nà a few of them gave lectures on NSV, 
or peasants, followed by a gencral discussion efter which the Kreis slo 
made a final address. 
 WitneBe emphasized that at no meetings were mo^sures or plans 
d „t could be characterized as being humanly indecent. In fact 
in 1934 the “Weeisteites laid down as a basic principle, the instruction 
thet "you should not govern or command the people but Sou should lead then", 
He especially directed that if persons criticized the State, tho rossons 
for it should be ascertained to bo sure that no injustices wore being done, 
Witness instructed hie Block and Zellen Leiters to pursue this course of 


discusso 


ie dew 
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action and instructed them that if it was necessary to take action 

against enyone that a signed statement be submitted to him with the 
guaranty that the facts were correct. \etually, however, he only re- 
ceived one denounciation during the wi olo period he served as Ortsgruppon- 


leiter and that was an instance of a disagreement between two party 
menbers, 


"itness did not know that the organization charter provided 
thet Block and Zellen leiters were to find out who wera spro^ding rumors 


anë denounce the people involved. “e also testified that during 12 years 
he found no time to read "Moin Kampf". 


Witness defined the term Hoheitstrager as including persons 
who hed sufficient rights in & well defined area or were in charge of 
thosc proas. He did not consider Blockleiters and Zclienleiters to be 
Hohcitstrsgor. 


Witness in his capacity es Ortsgruppenlciter never received 
directives pertaining to the dctention of Germans in concentration camps 
and nevor issued Any. 


After he assumed office no one in his district was evcr sent 
to a concentration camp. Eowevcr, prior to that time two men had been 
sent to comps, The witness was later able to obtain the release of ore 
of the mon and at that time he infor i the witness that he had been 
trectcd well end the food was good. Witness never heard that people i 
concentration camps were mistreated or killed, 


S. Attitudes towards the Church, 


Witness neither received nor transmitted directives indicat= 
ing that political lo^ders were to be hostile to the Church. Political 
leaders attended ehurch services and furthermore witness and 8 of his ec- 
workors wore mebers of their local choir. The people of his district 
were alnost entirely of the Catholic Faith. 


Attitude towerds the Jews. 


no Jows in witness's di et although 
farmers traded with a Jewish c: the in another 
but no atterot was ever made to in ite 


5, ZIroestec ied Avistors, 


flyers were to be badly treated. In fact the Eroisloito T ordered that 
flyers were to be decently treated as prisoners of wer, Witness cited 
sever2l instances wherein he had turned prisoners of war over to eh 
Gondermeric anë stated that they had not becn.mistrested in the lo^ 


Witness never received any directives stating thet American 


6, Fa eig 

There were about 60 forcien workers in witness's district = 
Poles snd Ukraines, Tho workers Lived on farms and were treated the same 
as Gorz^n workers, At one time he received a directive from the Orts- 
bsucrnfuchror that they were to eat at separnte tables, were not to uso 
bicycles and were to be home at a sot hour, However, it was found to be 
impracticsble for farmers to cook separately for thom and that part of 
the directive was ignored, 


Summarized bys 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF 


WITNESS FOR THE CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS 


26 JUNE 1946 - TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1 


of Corne on Bet n the romen!s Organizetion 
' Political Le-cers 


Women's Orgenization 
allevirti n of the 


zinning 


of Wr5sch-Ocer: 


Frauens 


thet wae 
s unco | e p 

attach the NSF (the 

n Cepsrtment in any Party structure, 

supposed to refrain from politics. Pr 6; 269). 


The Tomen!s Organization, as shown on the Cisegrems in the "7th ecition 
th: Degree meee n Book of the Party, ves connected with the political onc 
ofession^?l ‘fices by a broken line, rather then ^ str^ig ix 


wwe sated [ices 


' 


his was intencec to indicste t 
nnections with the steff of the 
iter. The connection of : 

thet representatives organis: 
visers to the politicsol leacers in m: s pertaining tc 
s hac & dis 1 connection with the 
. 1867-1868). 


opi bai ott conferences 
s pertaining 12 (inu 
docs o the "omzan!sg rr: nizati n an 


sfrauenscheftfuehruns. 


The witness reiteratec that the “omen's orgenicnci 
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emergency Inncings. (P. 1868). 


ith respect to the treatment of forcign workers enc 
he Reich, the witness testifiec that she knew cf co 
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ë other foreign women received better treatment. 
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Summarizec by: 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF '"TL.'7LM RUZDIGTR VON WOIXOYSKY- TALL 
" H1095 — 0104 


—BIDEAU, WITJESS FOR TH: SS’ ORGANIZATION TAKEN BUFCRE 


GE que, 1946 
PAGT"S 79-586 CI uM TRANSCRIPT 


SUBJTCT:; Training and Activitios of 1 SS Riding Groups, 


Tib" ss belonged to a riding group in Schébekirch/Noumarkt which in 
1933 reecivec orders to transfer to either tho SA or the SS (Page 579). 


I. Evidence of voluntary. or cct Leory membership. 
1. ansfer of local riding groups to the SS or SA, 


48 far as witness mew : 11l rural riding groups received such 
orcors, There was no political roasc^ -hind the reason to transfer to the 
SA or tho SS, The decision as to whic* organization to join wes based on tho 
"breeding areas" of horses, Most ricing organizations eppeared to have been 
taken over in their entirety as groups (2-go 580). 


In cross examination wit--ss admitted that therc was no 
special pressure on people to Join. The unit as svoh, however, wos transferred, 
If any member refused or resigned the oly loss he would suffer would be that 
he could not participate in any tournaments. 90% of the members owned their 


own horses but their refusal to join would not have prevented them from 
TAGGIN Ss 


II. <aActivitics relating to Article 6 of the Chartor, 


There was no pre-military training (Page 580). Members of tho 
SA received riding certificates regerc 1g their proficiency in horsemanship 
that might enable them to join a cavalry: unit in the Army. This, however, 
did not apply to SS members (Page 581) 
?, The obscetives of the organiz: 


political, 


Witness wos advisor on r ding matters in the SS main of fice, 
The objectives of the organization were entirely sporting and no orders wore 
reecivod to use such activities as propaganda (Pago 582), There were 
comp.rativoly few party members 28 mors of the members wore farmors, There 
was no political training until arter .^74 when the only political training 
cerried out w.s that according to th r y pamphlets (Tage 583). SS ridine 
units took part in international event. -nd Princo Pero*endt of tha Mathons 
lanie was once a member. (Pare 586), 


Summarized by: 4.M.S. NTAVE 
Lt. Colonel, AAG 
Commissioner 
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OF PAUL WOLF VITNESS FOR THE 


CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS ORGANIZATION 


TAKEN BEFORZ A COMMISSION ON 28 JUNE 1946 
TRANSCRIPT PAGES 


SUBJZCT: Tasks, duties and aims of Blockleiters and Zellenleiters. 


Witness, a locksmith by profession, joined the Party in 1939 
and was made a Blockleiter in March 1938 and a Zellenleiter in March 1941. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


l. Tasks and duties of Blockleiters and 
Zellenleiters 


The Blockleiters collected dues, organized meetings, kept 
lists concerning composition of their district, and looked after soldiers' 
families. They did not maintain a staff ordinarily but used women or 
school boys as aides. 


The Zellenleiters acted as an intermediary between the Orts- 
eruppenleiter and the Blockleiter, receiving directives from the Orts- 
gruppenleiter for transmission to the Blockleiter. The Zellenleiter 
attended meetings with the Ortsgruppenleiters twice weekly to receive 
directives and instructions. Occasionally the Blockleiters attended. 


In witness! district the Block and Zellenleiters were comprised 
of the lower professional class, postal employees, telegraph operators, 
etc. 


Witness was issued an identification card when he became a 
Blockleiter, but at end of 1944 cards were surrendered to Ortsgruppen- 
leiter for destruction so that names of people holding various positions 
would nct become known. 


Witness stated that relationship of Blockleiter to people was 
not one of "Little Caesar terrorizing residents", but emphasized it was 
one based on mutual confidence and related several instances where he 
had aided women in his district, with regard to the delivery of goods, 
insurance claims, etc. On cross examination the witness vas interro- 
gated concerning Document D-90a, a Circular Directive, dated 31 January 
1941, issued by the Gauleiter of Cologne. This directive provided that 
card indices of all households were to be kept. The information recorded 
on the cards included the date the person involved had first subscribed 
to "Volkesher Beobachter" and indicated whether families had possessed 
a swastika flag prior to 1935. The directive stated: "It is easy to 
obtain this data from a conversation by the Blockleiters with the 
Germans themselves." And further, "The political judgment of every 
German is to be carried out by the Ortsgruppen Organizationsleiter in 
cooperation with the competent Block and Zellenleiter as well as in 
agreement with the Ortsgruppenleiter..." Distribution of the index 
cards or lists to Germans or Party members to fill out themselves was 
prohibited. The witness admitted such cards were kept in his Gau but 
denied they contained similar information. He stated that on the basis 
of the above he would have to take the point of view that Blockleiters 


and Zellenleiters were acting as members of a spy system tut contended 
that that was not the case in his Gau. 


2. Exercise of sovereign privileges by Blockleiters 
Zellenleiter Hoheitstraeger 


i The Organization Book of the Party characterized Blockleiters 
and. Zollenleiters as Hoheitstraeger, The witness stated that Blockleiters 


- es 
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and Zollonioitors, howover, never gave independent political directivos 
or orders but merely recoivod the comploted directives from the Orts- 
grupponleiter and, going up, from tho Kreisleiter and the Gaulciter. 


Four documents were submitted by the Defense to substantiate 
the point that the Party leadership did not designate or recognize the 
Blockleiters and Zellonleiters as Hohcitstraeger in practice--PL 1, 2, 
3, 43 


Document One was an excerpt from "The Hohoitstraegor Right 
of the “SDAP and Its Aspects", by Dr. Anton Link. Documents 
Two and Three were taken from a book issued by Party Chancollory 
entitled "Decrees, Orders and Announcements". Document Four was 
taken from the official journal of the “SDAP, published in 1941, 
end contained a decree issued by Hitler. All of these papers 
referred to the Hohcitstraegor specifically as being the Gau- 
leiters, Kreisleiters and Ortsgruppenloiters. 


Witness tostifiod that ho was not acquainted with the publi- 
cation, "Der Hoheitstraeger". 


3.. Attitude of the Blockleiter end Zellenleiter 
towards the church 


Many Blockleiters and Zollenleiters were members of the church, 
particularly the Catholic Church, and attended services regularly. They 
were never requested by the Party to resien from the church. Witness 
st-ted that although denominational schools in the Saarland had been 
abolished in 1936 and 1937, such action had been taken by the Ministry 
of Education and Blockleiters and Zellenleiters were not involved. He 
had heard that ministers were arrested in other districts but none wero 
molested in his district. 


On cross examination witness was questioned concerning 
Document D-901, a note written by the Kreisleitung of Darmstadt in 
February 1939 relative to increased activity on part of confossional 
priests with a special reference to a report mede by Ortsgruppenloitor 
Wimmer, indicating certain information had been furnishec by a Block- 
leitor. Witness claimed this must have been an individuel act. Witness 
was also asked concerning F.S. 1969, wherein Ministry of Interior wrote 
Gauleiter in Nurnberg requesting an investigation as to political relia- 
bility of a woman and cspecially asking if sho had churcr sonuections. 
Witness stated it was an exceptional case and did not represent a general 
tendency in Party. 


4. Attitude of the Blockleiters and Zellenleiters 
with regard to certain points in Party Program 


Foint One of Party Program roads: "We demand the union of 
all Germans on the basis of the self-determination of all people." 


Witness stated that above was interpreted by Plockleitors and 
Zellenleiters as calling for a peaceful union of all Germen people. 


Point Three of the Party Prozram reads: "We demand lend end 
soil ( colonies) in order to settle our surplus population and to 
increase the food of our people." 


Above was interpreted as agitation for peaceful return of German 
colonies in order to alleviate tho food shortage in Germany. The witness 
pointed out thet in Germany one square kilo had to produce food for 1385 
persons, while in France, only for nine, and in England, thirteen. 


Point Four of the Party Program reads: "Only a person who is 
a Volksgenosse can be a citizen, and a Volkszenosse can be only 
semeone of German blood without regard to religion. That is why 
no Jew can become a Volksgenosse." 





NM 


Witness testified that it was the general point of view of tho 
Blockloitors and Zollonloitors that this attitude was wrong—to fight 
against someone simply because he was a Jow. 


5. Mistreatment of Enomy Fliers 


Blockleiters and Zollonloitors did not receive directives 
concerning treatment of enemy parachuters. 


6. Euthanasia 
Euthanasia was discussed by the people and by the Blocklcitors 
end Zcllenleiters among themselves who considered it inhumane but Perty 
leaders gave no information regarding this. 
7. Persecution of Jows 
Block and Zellenleiters did not participate in Jewish porsocution. 


8. Trade Unions 


The initiative for destruction of Trade Unions did not emanate 
from Party. 


II. Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 


Party members, particularly Civil Servants, were compollod to 
^ccopt Party jobs. It was permissible to resign from Party, but such 
action would have cost Civil Servent his job, inssruch as Party and 
State were considered one and resignation from Party was interpreted 
as rejcction of the State. 


Szmmarized by: 
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WITNESS FOR TEE SS CRIANIZATION TAKEN 
BEFORE A COMMISSION ON MONDAY THE 
20TH OF AY 
PAGE 27 OF THE TRANSCRIPT 


SUBJECT: The Ordnungs Polizei (Order Police) and the SS. 


Witness was an official in the Personnel Department of the Order 
Police (Page 27). 


I. Eyidence of voluntary or comr-alsory membership. 


egarding membership of the Order Police in the 55, 


In 1934 or 1935 members of the Order Police were forbidden 
to join the SS or SA and if they did so had to resign (Page 28), In 
1937 this was altered by Hitler at Himmler's suggostion and it. was decreed 
that members of tre SS who were also members of the Order Police would 
be allowed to wyar the "SS Victory Runes" on their uniforms (Page 29), In 
principle, however, membership of the SS was forbidden and only a few 
members of the police remained in t^e S5. The numbers were increased 
after the annexation of Austria. Taere was no necessity for those who 
joined the SS to be good Nazis and their incorporation did not influence 
their police activities, They gained no special advantages and did not 
take an oath (Page 30). They had to p»y a small due not exceeding ono 
mark 25, There was a clear distinction between SS and police uniforus 
and meubors of the police who were also members of the SS were not allowed 
to wear SS uniforms on duty. They t^ok part in a monthly SS inspection 
but performed no other SS duties (Parc 31). 


They were not usually asked if they wanted to be members 
but wero merely informed that thoy would be accepted, Himmler was the 
Supreme Chief of the police and regarded it as an honor to offer member- 
shiv in the SS, Refusal to accept ~.ch en offer would have been regerded 
as sabotage and the only way for the members to retain their existence 
as policemen was to accept. (The Commissioner intorvened here and 
elicited the answer that if members refused, high ranking officers at any 
rate would have been put in a conceniiation cam but probably not the 
subordinate members (Page 32), However, no one actually refused. 


Members of the Order Police had no idea that the activitics 
or tho intentions ofthe SS wore criminal when they joined, Witness wont 
so far as to say that if thoy had had the slightest doubts on this sub- 
ject they would have had power to induce Himmler not to insist thet polico- 
men join the SS (Page 33). 


Policemen who wero admitted into the SS held the same rank 

they did in the Order Polic. Witness estimated that the total number 
f police who applied to join “he 88 we3 botwoen 30.000 and 50,000, 
6,000 of these wore new policemen Tr Proeecution's contention that all 
new policemen were recruited from vae ranks of the SS is incorrect (Page 
34). Tho SS was supposed to furnish 4,000 men per annum to tho police 

ut in fect they did not do so and on!; very few recruits arrived. As a 
rcsult most of the new police came fr.m tho Army. There were no "coopera= 
tivo monbers" as far as tho SS and Order Police were concerned so thot in 
fact the number of members who joinc) the SS was not very largo (fage 35). 
Moroover Himmler distrusted the police and frequently said so, The decroos 
that woro issued concerning the joining of the SS by the police are con 





ined in tho Reich Ministerialblatt (Page 36). TIT AL 


-0 
2i SS Police Reginents. 


The so-clled SS police regi „nts were merely police units so 
design-ted by Hinmler tf they distinguiched themselves in their duties, 
The menbers of the Order Police objecte to this. Merbers of the SS 


police regiments were only members of t. o SS insofar ^s they had been 
accepted for menbership in thet organization, The police were never 
trained by tho SS but had their own schools and methods of training just 
as the SS did (Page 37). 


In cross exomination the witnoss agreed that the decreos 
of sinmlsr do not suggest that membership in the SS was in any sense 
compulsory (Page 38). Himmler merely expected people to comply with 
his wishes and, if necessary, exerted Pressure on them, Einnler consider- 
ed that the old methods of training anc. i.eals of the police force were 
"pur onuerntic', Himmler did not confite .n the Order Police (Page 39). 


Summarized bys A M.S. NAVE 
Lt. Colonel, AAG 
Commissioner 





